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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue work of the Record and Writ Office which was 
Temoved into the new building in Bell-yard last week, 
was that connected with the Chancery Division offidavits 
and the Report Office only. The other work of the 
Record and Writ department will, we understand, be 
removed into room 49 of the new building early next 
Week, probably on Monday. 





A rreure well known in Lincoln’s-inn and at the Law 
Institution passed away last week in the person of Mr. 


>. 

E. F. Burton, who died at Eastbourne on the 11th inst. 
Mr. Burton was one of the most prominent members of 
the great fraternity of London solicitors; he was fre- 
quently called upon, as their representative, to give evi- 
dence before Parliamentary Committees and to act asa 
member of Commissions on legal subjects, and he exer- 
cised no inconsiderable influence in some of the arrange- 
ments consequent on the recent legal changes. One of 
the latest. of these public duties was in connection 
with the Judicature Acts (Legal Offices) Committee, of 
which he was a very active member. He took a 
leading part in the operations of the Incorporated 
Law Society, and in 1877-8 filled the office of presi- 
dent, and throughout his career did much to urge on 
the movement the fruits uf which we see in the higher 
social and intellectual status of solicitors. The character 
of his views on legal subjects was well shown in 
his address as president of the Incorporated Law 
Scciety, when he said that a great revolution which 
had been for years quietly working its way in the 
minds of educated and liberal-minded judges and 
lawyers had found its expression in the Judicature Act. 
‘“‘ A solicitor can no longer serve his client’s interest by 
bringing into operation what I will call the mere 
chicanery of the law; let it be our boast that our pro- 
fession is second to none in education, high tone, 
honour, independence, and in enlightened readiness to 
welcome every sound and well-considered improvement 
in our laws.” 





Tue succEstion that the Bankruptcy Bill should be 
referred to a “Select Committee in the nature of a 
Grand Committee” of the House of Commons, appears 
to have been based on some misapprehension of the con- 
stitution and functions of a Grand Committee. The 
ancient Grand Committees of the House were not chosen 
for particular Bills, but were annually appointed for 
certain general subjects, such as grievances, religion, and 
courts of justice (see Lex Parliamentaria, p. 340). They 
were really committees of the whole House, to which, 
says the authority abeve quoted, ‘‘ Bills of great con- 
cernment were committed to the end that there might 
be opportunity for further debate; for that at a 
committee the members have liberty to speak as 
often as they shall see cause to one question.” 
The object of referring Bills te these Committees 
was, in fact, to promote discussion, while the main 
reason alleged by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
for favouring the suggestion of the “Select Com- 
mittee in the nature of a Grand Committee” was that 
lengthened discussion would be saved. It was hardly 
possible, he said, that a Bill of 150 clauses could be 
passed if it was to be debated fully in committee of the 
whole House. We may add that Sir Erskine May laid 
before the Select Committee on Public Basiness, which sat 
last session, a scheme for the revival of the ancient Com- 
mittees in a modified form. He suggested that there 
should be four standing committees on public Bills, de- 
voted respectively to religion and ecclesiastical affairs, 
law and courts of justice, trade and navigation, and local 
government and taxation; that each committee should 
be appointed by a special committee of selection, and 
that twenty members of each committee should be 
chosen from members who were “ representative men in 
connection with the different subjects." Then, when- 
ever a Bill was referred to one of these committees ten 
members might be added to it whose functions would 
cease with the consideration of the particular Bill. The 
Select Committee did not, however, indorse this pro- 
posal. 





CoNSIDERABLE CONFUSION and some excitement have 
prevailed in room 47 of the new building in Bell-yard, 
to which the Affidavit and Report Office work of the Office 
of Records and Writs has been removed; nor has the coa- 





fusion yet quite subsided. To some extent it is easily 
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explainable,"for with all such removals some difficulty 
will present itself. “It requires some little time for 
the public to familiarize themselves with new require- 
ments, and for the officials to adapt themselves to their 
new surroundings. We trust that, for a little while at 
least, no hasty complaints will come from solicitors, nor 
any panic-like call for help from the, at present, rather 
severely-taxed officials. We venture to suggest, how- 
ever, that some relief might be afforded to the latter, 
and thereby to solicitors, if two or three of the writers 
were drafted off from the stationers’ department to do 
the work of entering the affidavits in the indexes. Of 
course, such relief should be understood to be only tem- 
porary, and should continue only so long as the first pres- 
sure is felt, and should not lead to anything like a per- 
manent deputing of work properly attaching to, and ordi- 
narily due from, others. That there are, however, in the 
case some features alike inconvenient and disagreeable 
no one at all acquainted with the present state of 
things will dispute. The accommodation—if such it 
can be called—provided in room 47 is, for its 
business, very scanty. The part used for inspection is 
dark even at mid-day. The space available to the public 
scarcely admits of free movement. The portion allotted 
to the officials is a sort of narrow slip on the Bell-yard 
side of the building. A high raised partition or screen 
separates the officials from the public, the latter having 
communication with the former through oblong shaped 
openings, not unlike railway booking-office windows, of 
wiich three or four in the Report Office department, and 
two or three in the Affidavit department have, hitherto, 
been used. The arrangement, no doubt, protects the 
officials from disturbing access on the part of the public; 
but neither have, until now, been thus separated, and, 
at present, it is evidently felt to be a strange innovation 
upon accustomed habit. We cannot but express surprise 
that the requirements of a department with work, not 
perhaps of the highest order, yet extensive and bringing 
together a very large number of persons every day, 
should have been so insufficiently provided for by ar- 
rangements inconvenient, and even irritating, to the 
public, and scarcely less so to the officials. 





Tue provisions of the Habitual Drunkards Act, 1879, 
which have now become law, are novel and curious. 
“ An habitual drunkard ”’ is defined as a ‘‘ person who, not 
being amenable to any jurisdiction in lunacy, is, not- 
withstanding, by reason of habitual intemperate drink- 
ing of intoxicating liquor, at times dangerous to himself, 
or herself [a somewhat painful precision of gender which 
the draftsman might have spared, inasmuch as by 13 & 
14 Vict. c. 61, the masculine includes the feminine], or 
to others, or incapable of managing himself or herself, 
and his or her affairs.’ Such a person may, on his or 
her own application in writing, be admitted into a 
“ Retreat” licensed by justices, two of whom must attest 
the application. The applicant may be detained in the 
Retreat till the expiration of the term mentioned in his 
application, but not more than twelve months. Sections 
25 and 26 provide for his fine or imprisonment if he 
wilfully neglects or refuses to conform to the rules 
of the Retreat, and for his apprehension if he 
escapes before the expiration of his term. There 
are also elaborate provisions for leave of absence 
from the Retreat, for appeal against convictions, and for 
inspection of Retreats by an “inspector and assistant 
inspector of Retreats,” who may be appointed by the 
Home Secretary. And the 34th section provides that 
the Secretary of State “ may, subject as herein men- 
tioned, prescribe the fees to be paid in carrying out the 
provisions of the Act.” We presume that the qualifica- 
tion has reference to the direction in section 13, that 
the salaries of the are ‘‘to be paid out of 
moneys provided by Parliament in that behalf.” It 
seems hard that these or any other expenses attendant 





upon the “ Retreat’? of the voluntarius demon should. 
fall upon the public. 





THE FOLLOWING Notice has been issued with reference: 
to the approaching West Riding Summer Assizes :— 


** Notice is hereby given, that with the sanction of the 
Right Honourable Sir George W. W. Bramwell, a list is 
bow open in the Leeds District Registry of the High Court 
of Justice, 7, Albion-place, Leeds, for the provisional entry 
of causes for this assize. 

‘The fee payable on entry of causes will be returned in 
the case of any cause entered in this list and withdrawn 
before the opening of the commission. 

“ All causes entered in this list and not withdrawn, will 
be entered by the Associate in his list, in the order in which 
they bave been set down in the registry, and in priority to 
all other causes. 

“ Notice will be given in the district registry aforesaid of 
the common jury causes, which will be taken on the first 
day of the assize. 

“ Taomas MarsHatt, District Registrar.” 


We believe that this action on the part of Mr. Mar- 
shall is entirely voluntary and adopted only for the pur- 
pose of expediting business. If a similar course should 
be sanctioned by other judges, and adopted by district. 
registrars in other assize towns, it will go far to carry 
out the object of Mr. Gregory’s amendment on the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Bill, now before Parliament, 
as to the entry of causes in district registries. The ad- 
vantage of the change to the profession, in preventing 
the scramble on the commission day, is obvious. 





Tue Master or 1HE Roits made some strong obser- 
vations, a few days ago, on the wickedness of deluding 
a vacation judge. We believe that his remarks did not 
relate to equity counsel or equity matters, but we are 
not clear that similar observations as to these are un- 
called for. Since the Judicature Acts came into 
operation, we have been familiar with the spectacle 
of common law judges left at Lincoln’s-inn (as Lord 
Westbury said) all alone in the dark. To them there 
enter experienced equity counsel proposing to guide 
them through the darkness, but, it is to be feared, not 
always leading them the right way. We should be 
sorry to treat this as a matter for jesting ; it is a matter 
which concerns the honour of the Bar; and we hope the 
comments of the learned judge, which we publish else- 
where, will put an end to any attempt hereafter to 
take advantage of the unfamilidrity of any vacation 
judge with the law he administers. Counsel should 
never forget that they have a duty to the court as well 
as to their clients, and that business would come to a 
standstill unless reliance can be placed on their sense of 
fairness. 





Ir woutp szem, from the devate on Wednesday in 
the House of Commons on the Bankruptcy Bill, that 
commercial men are coming round to the view of 
the effect of the Bill entertained by the lawyers. Mr. 
Sampson Lloyd expressed his apprehension that “‘ if the 
Bill passed in its present form it would lead to increased 
expense, and would also involve unnecessary litigation,’’ 
and Mr. Norwood urged the Government to withdraw 
the Bill. The Attorney-General is utterly wrong in 
supposing that the opposition to the Bill comes, as he 
pleasantly remarked, from ‘“‘ accountants, professional 
trustees, and fifth-rate solicitors who have fattened upon 
the present system and the spoil it yields,’ The obvious 
interest of solicitors of the class referred to is to sup- 
port the Bill by all the means in their power; for if it 
pute a stop to some profitable business it opens new and 
probably more lucrative sources of income in the 
numerous applications to the court which it would 
authorize, 
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EXPENSES OF RESUMING VOYAGE AFTER 
PUTTING INTO PORT OF REFUGE. 


Tux case of Atwood v. Sellars & Co., recently decided 
in the Queen’s Bench Division (27 W. R. 726, L. R. 4 
Q. B. D. 342), is one of great interest with regard to the 
law of general average. The court were unfortunately 
divided in opinion, Cockburn, C.J., and Mellor, J., being 
of one opinion, and Manisty, J., of the other. We are 
disposed to hope that the case may go to the Court of 
Appeal, in order that the law on the subject may be 
settled, for of the importance of the point and the 
desirability of a decision one way or the other there can 
be no question. It seems doubtful, however, whether 
the special case as stated will prove to have sufficiently 
ascertained the facts to enable a thoroughly satisfactory 
judgment to be pronounced. The facts were as follows :— 
A ship on her voyage to Liverpool with cargo encounter- 
ing severe weather, the foretopmast had to be cut away, 
and in its fall caused other damage to the ship, which 
was thereby compelled to put into a port to repair. In 
order to effect the repairs and to enable the ship to pro- 
ceed on her voyage, it was necessary to discharge a 
portion of the cargo, and expense was incurred in landing 
and warehousing it. The repairs having been effected, 
expense was incurred in re-shipping such portion of the 
cargo. Further expense was incurred for pilotage and 
other charges in respect of the ship’s leaving the port of 
refuge and proceeding upon her voyage. The ship 
ultimately reached her destination in safety. For from 
seventy to eighty years it has been the practice of 
English average adjusters in adjusting losses where ships 
have put into port to refit, whether such putting into 
port has been occasioned by a general average sacrifice 
or a particular average loss, to treat the expense of dis- 
charging the cargo as general average, but the expense 
of warehousing it as particular average, on the cargo, and 
the expense of re-shipment of the cargo and pilotage, 
port charges, and other expenses incurred to enable the 
ship to proceed on her voyage, as particular average upon 
the freight. The owners of the ship claimed to have the 
above-mentioned expenses of warehousing and re-ship- 
ment of cargo, and the pilotage and other expenses of 
leaving the port, treated as matter of general average, 
and sued the owners of the cargo for contribution in 
respect thereof. It was held by the majority of the 
court that the plaintiffs were entitled to recover,.on the 
ground that the expenses were all incurred in further- 
ance of the common purpose of prosecuting the adven- 
ture, and for the benefit of the cargo as well as the ship. 
The dissentient judge thought the practice of average 
adjusters, as stated in the case, having existed so long, 
must be deemed to be the general mercantile usage of 
this country, and to be binding. 

We are not satisfied with the reasoning of Mr. Justice 
Manisty. There are, no doubt, many cases in which cus- 
tom obtains the force of law, but, as was argued at the 
bar in the present case, the custom was not of the same 
nature as many business customs that have been held to 
be established and to have the force of law. ‘There is 
no doubt that the alleged practice of average adjusters 
sprang up simply because the average adjusters sought 
to conform their practice to the law as they supposed it 
tobe. This is not the case of a usage which depends 
on the tacit agreement of all persons engaged in a par- 
ticular trade, There may be cases in which a practice 
is so inveterate and universal that, though originating 
from an erroneous notion of the law, it ought to be fol- 
lowed ; but we think that nothing short of a univer- 
sal and long established practice ought to be allowed 
thus to stereotype erroneous legal notions ; and we think 
that in the case we are discussing it was hardly shown 
that there was a custom in that sense and to that extent. 

Putting aside, for the reasons just mentioned, the ques- 
tion of custom and the grounds of the decision of Mr. Jus. 
tice Manisty, let us consider for a little the decision of the 
majority, which deals with the question of principle in- 





dependently of any usage.: It has been very often said 
that there is a difference between the law of this country 
and that of many other nations, including the United 
States, as to what in such a case constitute general average 
expenses. In the caseof Walthew v. Mavrojani (L. R. 5 
Ex. 116), this difference was alluded to in the course of the 
argument, and by Hannen, J.,in thejudgment. In this 
country extraordinary expenses incurred for the purpose 
of continuing the voyage, after it has been interrupted in 
consequence of a common peril to ship and cargo, as in the 
case now under discussion, are not necessarily general 
average. In some other countries it would appear that all 
extraordinary expenses incurred for the purposes of the 
prosecution of the common adventure under such circum- 
tances are general average. When the cargo hasonce been 
placed in safety our courts have tended to hold that the 
expenses subsequently incurred for the purpose of the 
further prosecution of the adventure are for the benefit 
of the ship only. Montague Smith, J., in the case of 
Walthew v. Mavrojani, seemed to doubt whether in 
reality there was any difference of principle between the 
American law and our own, for he says, ‘‘ The American 
courts agree that there must be a community of peril 
and of benefit; the question in each case turns 
upon the application of the principle to the facts.” 
Parsons, however, in his work on Marine Insurance (vol. 
1, p. 390), suggests that the tendency of, the American 
courts and practice is towards making all these expenses 
general average, whilst that of the English courts is to 

charge them to the ship alone. In Walthew v. Mavro- 
jani the expenses were those of getting off a stranded 
ship after the cargo had been removed to a place of 

safety, and these were held not to be general average, on 
the ground that the cargo being in safety, the expenses 

were incurred only for the benefit of the sbip in order 
that she might re-ship the cargo and continue the voyage, 

and so earn the freight. Bovill, C.J., said, in giving 
judgment, “It is not shown that any advantage resulted 
to the owners of the goods from their being carried on 
in that ship rather than in any other”; and Montague 
Smith, J., said, “I think there may be cases where, 
though the goods are landed, and so far in safety, yet 
the adventure of the owner of the gocds may still be in 
peril, as in the case of perishable goods landed on a 
desert island in a distant and unfrequented part of the 

world.” Itis ncticeable that Bovill, C.J., throws the 
onus of proving exceptional circumstances of advay- 

tage to the owners of the goods from having them carried 
on by the same ship, on the ship. Primd facie, expenses 

incurred when the cargo is landed are not general 

average in his view. So far the dictum of Parsons with 

regard to the English law is justified. But it is also 
noticeable that Cockburn, C.J., in his judgment in 

Atwood v. Sellars & Co., apparently throws the onus 

the other way, for he says, ‘‘ There is nothing here to 

show that the goods could have been sent on in another 

vessel.” There seem, in truth, to be no facts found in 

either of the cases as to this question. It, therefore, 

seems to us that the more recent case conflicts with 

Walthew v. Mavrojani in principle, and goes far to 

modify the tendency of the English law in the direction 

of the law of:America and other countries. It is worthy 
of note that the plaintiff's counsel hardly ventured to 

argue what the courts have decided. He endeavoured 
to distinguish the previous decisions, such as Walthew v. 

Mavrojani, onthe ground that the damage and consequent 
necessity for putting into port was originally occasioned 

by a general average cause—i.¢e., the cutting away the 

topmast, It seems to us that the answer to this was 

crushing. How could the originating cause make any 

difference as to the duration of the general average 
act ? 

If the law of America is wiser and more logical than 
our own on this subject, the assimilation to it of our own 
is, perhaps, a result to be desired, It is, no doubt, _ 
greatly to be regretted that there should be a conflict of 
mercantile laws on a matter in which persons of different 
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nationalities have frequent dealings} with one another. 
We are not, however (setting aside the desirability of 
uniformity), clear that the law of other countries which 
differs from our own on this matter is better than 
ours. The principle all start from appears to be clear. 
Expenses incurred for the common benefit of all the 
parties interested in the adventure can alone be general 
average. It is really a question of fact what expenses 
are such. The adventure of the shipowner is the voyage 
of his ship and cargo in safety to a certain port, and the 
consequent earning of freight. The adventure of the 
cargo owner coincides up to a certain point. His ob- 
ject is the transmission of his goods to a certain port 
in safety. But it will be observed that the safety of the 
ship or the prosecution of the voyage by her is im- 
material to him except so far as it may be necessary for 
the purpose of carrying out his speculation. It seems to 
us that the doctrine which Atwood v. Sellars & Co. es- 
tablishes is that it must be presumed that it is for the ad- 
vantage of the cargo owner that the goods should be car- 
ried on in the same ship. Now this may very frequently 
be the case, but we cannot at present see why there should 
be a presumption in the matter one way or the other. 
There must be cases not infrequently occurring in which it 
would be decidedly contrary to the cargo owner’s interest 
that the goods should be carried on in the same ship, 
especially at the price of having to contribute to the 
expenses of enabling her to carry them on. The Lord 
Chief Justice rests his judgment on the supposed agree- 
ment which would be presumably made by the various 
parties interested, if on board at the time of the common 
peril, when the question whether the ship should bear up 
for a port of refuge was msoted. He appears to assume 
that they would all agree that the ship should make 
for the port, and after the necessary repairs should 
pursue the voyage, and so prosecute the common 
adventure. But we should think that the agreement 
which would presumably be made would be that 
for the common safety the ship should bear up for the 
port, without prejudice to the question what should be 
done in future. ‘The cargo owner would say to the ship- 
owner, ‘‘ It is obvious that, fur the sake of all parties, 
we must seek a port of refuge, but whether after that it 
is fair or reasonable that I should be compelled to send 
my goods on by your ship for the remainder of the 
voyage must depend on many circumstances, as to which 
the elements of a decision are at present wanting.” The 
goods, for instance, might be perishable, and the neces- 
sary repairs might take a long time. It seems to us 
that the further prosecution of the adventure must be 
taken to be the result of a subsequent agreement entered 
into by the parties after the port of refuge is reached. 
If it should happen that, in fact, the adventure of the 
cargo owner is in peril unless the voyage is prosecuted 
and his goods are carried on in the ship, then it will 
appear that the expenses subsequent to the landing of 
the cargo should be general average, because incurred for 
the common benefit. The truth is that in such case the 
cargo, regarded as a mercantile speculation, is not in 
safety upon being landed. A cargo cannot, in any 
practical sense of the term, be said to be safe if, to use 
the illustration of Montague Smith, J., it is landed on a 
desert island in a distant and unfrequented part of the 
world. Its future safety then would depend on the 
safety of the ship. It appears to us that in every case it 
must be a question of fact whether the prosecution of 
the voyage in the same ship is necessary in the interests 
of the cargo owner as well as those of the shipowner, or 
whether it is for the interest of the latter only. 


We are unable to see at present why there should be 
any presumption in the matter. The interest which the 
Lord Chief Justice takes in the subject of international 
and foreign jurisprudence, and the tendency of his mind 
to look widely around for such light as may be derived 
from the laws of other countries on doubtful points in 
our own law, are well known. We cannot help thinking 
that his judgment has been somewhat influenced by the 





—_____., 


desire that our law should be uniform with that of the 
bulk of maritime nations. We cannot say, however, that 
his reasoning has convinced us that the tendency of our 
law on this subject, as contrasted with that of other na- 
tions, was wrong or illogical. On the contrary, it appears 
to us the more logical of the two. If the law be as it is 
now laid down in Atwood v. Sellars & Co., it seems to us 
that it must be based on someconsiderationsof expediency 
which at present are not made clear. Conceivably, it 
may be expedient that some general rule based upon 
experience of what occurs in the vast majority of cases 
should prevail rather than that in every case an elaborate 
investigation should take place as to what might or might 
not in the particular case be most for the advantage of 
the cargo owner. We do not profess to be sufficiently 
acquainted with shipping matters to know whether it is 
expedient that such a rule should be established. All 
we can say is that it appears to us that it would be an 
arbitrary rule, and we should suppose that there is no 
such nearly universal preponderance of experience on one 
side as to make such arule expedient notwithstanding 
its arbitrariness. 
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TURNPIKE AND OTHER HIGHWAYS IN 
URBAN SANITARY DISTRICTS. 


Tue case of Nutter v. The Accrington Local Board 
(L. R. 4 Q. B. D. 375), raised a point of consider- 
able importance and interest. The Queen’s Bench 
Division, consisting of the Lord Chief Justice and Mellor, 
J., having decided one way, their decision was reversed 
by the majority of the Court of Appeal; Brett and 
Cotton, L.JJ., being of one opinion, and Bramwell, L.J., 
of the other. The case very well illustrates the diffi- 
culties that arise from interpretation clauses. One can- 
not help fearing that these clauses are not unfrequently 
put in somewhat at random, without the draftsman 
having carefully tested the effect of them by reading the 
interpretation into every section in which the word inter- 
preted occurs. The main question in the case we are 
now discussing was whether section 68 of the old Public 
Health Act (11 & 12 Vict. c. 63), which vests in local 
boards the streets within their districts, and imposes 
on them the duty of repairing, &c., such streets, 
applied to a street which was also a turnpike road, 
It will be remembered that the present Act is 
only a consolidation Act, and re-enacts for the most 
part the provisions of the former Acts, and conse- 
quently this point is still of importance. The 
interpretation section of the Act says that the word 
“‘ street” shall apply to, and include, any highway not 
being a turnpike road. The majority of the Court of 
Appeal held that this definition was not exhaustive, but 
merely extended the meaning of the word “ street” ; in 
other words, that the meaning was that all streets in the 
ordinary sense of the term—that is, roads with a more or 
less continuous line of houses—should be included, and, 
in addition, of roads that would not in ordinary parlance 
be streets, there should be included such highways as 
are not turnpike roads. 

It is, undoubtedly, very difficult to deal with this 
question satisfactorily. There are numerous provisions 
with regard to streets which are of great importance as 
matters of town government—for instance, provisions as 
to the line of the street and projections into it from 
premises abutting thereon. There is no reason why these 
should not apply to a street which is a turnpike road, 50 
far as we can see. But, again, we cannot help doubting, 
if the real intention of the framers of the interpretation 
clause could be ascertained, whether they could have 
meant the 68th section to apply to turnpike roads 
under any circumstances. It seems to us probable that 
the framers of the Act, perceiving that there might be a 
conflict of jurisdictions, and it being quite impossible to 
deal with it properly within the scope of the measure 
that was sought to be then passed, resolved to exclude 
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e roads from the definition of streets. The 41st 


ea the Local Government Act, 1858, seems at 


first confirmatory of this view, although Cotton, LJ. 
to have thought otherwise. It provides that the 
local board may, by agreement with the trusteesof any 
turnpike road, take upon themselves the maintenance, 
repairs, &c., of the road. It, therefore, seems to be 
implied by this section that, in the absence of an agree- 
ment between the board and the trustees, the board 
cannot take on themselves the maintenance, &c., of the 
yoad, and, if ‘so, of course the road cannot be within 
section 68. There is, however, a possible answer to this 
ment. The section not only provides as above, but 
on to say that the board may remove toll bars situate 
within two miles of the centre of any town within their 
district. It may be said that the arrangement contemp- 
lated by the section is one by which the board, taking upon 
themselves the repair of the part of the road within the 
town, may remove the bar, and that it is to the removal 
of the bar, not the maintenance of the road, that the 
agreement is necessary. We are disposed to think that 
this may be an answer to the argument derived from the 
Alst section. We imagine that the decision is contrary 
to what was generally supposed to be the meaning of the 
Act, but we do not know that that is any argument 
against it, We do think, however, that such an inter- 
pretation clause is likely to lead to misapprehension and 
doubt, and that it was a very natural construction of it 
that it excluded turnpike roads. 

There are many difficulties with regard to highways 
in local board districts. Some of these may hereafter 
crop up for solution. It will be observed that the 
Act of 1875 re-enacts substantially the provisions of 
the former Acts, and that by it the “‘ streets,” 7.e. 
(inter alia), all highways not turnpike highways, are 
vested in the local board, and the local board is 
made the surveyor of highways. But sufficient care 
has not been taken to dovetail the general law with 
regard to highways into the provisions relating to local 
boards. Under the ordinary law on the subject, the 
inhabitants of a parish were liable to indictment for non- 
repair of the highways within it. As far as we can see, 
there is great doubt as to how matters exactly stand in 
local board districts. The local board ought by express 
words to have been substituted for the inhabitants at 
large in respect of all liabilities with regard to highways. 
This has not been done, and it is not at all easy to say how 
far the old law on the subject of the liability of the inhabi- 
tants of the parish stands or does not stand. This illus- 
tration may be taken. It will be observed that a parish 
may be partly within and partly without a local board 
district, and in such case if the excluded part chooses 
to be a highway parish by itself it may: see section 216. 
In such a case, what has become of the liability of the 
inhabitants of the former parish? Must not the local 
board be responsible for the non-repair, and, if so, are 
they liable to an indictment ? If not, who is so liable ? 
We are not aware that these questions have ever been 
thoroughly worked out, 








On Tuesday evening the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said that the Government are of opinion that the Corrapt 
Practices Bill ought to be fully considered by the House 
and settled before a dissolution. “ Whether,’’ he continued, 
“‘it will be possible to proceed with it this session I am very 
uncertain ; Iam afraid not. But it is among those Bills 
we have not taken off the paper, though it is not possible 
t this moment to say when we can find time for it.” ~ 

The Central Law Journal says that 379 cases weredisposed 
of in the United States Supreme Court during the term 
recently ended, but the number of cases on the docket, 
including those considered this term, has increased to 1,150. 
The court is now more than three years behind in its busi- 
ness, The comparison of work this term with that of last 
shows a decrease of thirty-two in the number of cases finally 
cleared from the docket. The court is now seventy-two 





9 fartaer behind than at the close of the October term, 





Rehiews. 


TRUSTS. 


A Pracricat Treatise on THE Law or Trusts. By the 
late Tuomas Lewin, Esq. Seventh Edition. By Fre- 
perick ALBERT Lewin, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. W. 
Maxwell & Son. 


It is of much importance to a large section of the 
profession that this valuable book should be kept up to 
the standard of accuracy and completeness it attained 
during the life of the lamented author. We may say at 
once that, on the whole, this edition appears to us to 
have been edited with intelligence and caution. Within 
the range of investigation which the editor appears to 
have prescribed for himself, he has collected the cases 
with industry. We have not found any Law Reports 
cases of any importance omitted ; but we think it would 
have been desirable to have gone beyond the Law Re- 
ports. We fail to find any reference on p. 231, or else- 
where, to the decision of Fry, J., in Rodbard v. Cooke (25 
W. R. 555), relating in the liability of a trustee who places 
the trust fund under the sole control of his co-trustee. 
Under the head of the wife’s separate estate no reference 
appears to be made to Roberts v. Watkins and Howells 
(46 L. J. Q, B..552); and in the statement, in the note 
on p. 884, that the court will not appoint persons trustees 
who are resident out of the jurisdiction, no allusion is 
made teln re Austin’s Settlement (38 L. T. 601), where 
Vice-Chancellor Malins appointed as trustees two persons 
residing in Ireland. On p. 504, as to the power of trus- 
tees to execute improvements on the trust property, a 
reference to Re Lee's Trusts (32 L. T. 298) would be 
useful, although this case is mentioned at p. 505. More- 
over, we observe references only to the Weekly Notes 
where the cases referred to have been fully reported. 
Thus, Fazakerly v. Culshaw (p. 505) is reported, 19 
W. R. 793, and Jones v. Jones (p. 63) is reported, 23 
W. R. 1. 

The effect of the cases is, in general, accurately and 
shortly stated—e.g., at p. 338, the effect of Maddy v. 
Hale is very neatly'given. We should, however, occa- 
sionally have wished for a little more detailed statement ; 
it is hardly fair to the practitioner, for instance, to dismiss 
Tolson v. Sheard (25 W. R. 667) with this remark, in a 
note on p. 395, ‘‘ As to the power of trustees to grant a 
lease of two estates held upon different trusts, see Jolson 
v. Sheard.” This formula of “ As to, &c.” is too often 
the indication of a desire to avoid the trouble of stating 
the precise result of a case. 

We have mentioned some points in which, after a 
careful examination of this edition, we think it might 
be improved. But we are bound to say that, as it 
stands, it is likely to sustain the reputation of the 
work. 








General Currespandeince. 


NOTARIES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal] 


Sir,—Referring to the letter of your correspondent 
under the above heading in your issue of last week, 
allow me to say that, although I am a solicitor of more 
than ten years’ standing, I nevertheless thoroughly 
indorse your correspondent’s observation that, ‘‘ It seems 
manifestly unfair that solicitors who have not yet 
attained ten years’ standing should be called upon, in 
order to qualify for a notary, to pass. an examination 
which their brethren of ten years’ standing escape.” 

It is during the first few years of his career that a 
solicitor finds it most difficult to make progress in his 
profession, and then is the time when he is glad to avail 
himself of any public appointment open to him, whereas 
if the proposed restriction is inserted in the Bill about to 
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be introduced, it will tend to confine notarial appoint- 
ments to solicitors who have already attained a standing 
in the profession, and who do not need the aid afforded 
by such appointments so much as their younger brethren. 
It would, therefore, seem desirable that the appoint- 
ments should be open to all solicitors who have passed the 
Final Examination, which could be made a sufficient test 
of fitness for admission either to the roll of solicitors 
or notaries, or to both. J. R. E, 
July 16, 





Cases of the Geek. 


Cosrs—SuM LESS THAN £20 RECOVERED—JUDICATURE 
Act, 1873, section 67—CLAIM AND COUNTER-CLAIM— 
REFERENCE TO MastER—Costs TO ABIDE Event.—In a 
case of Chatfield v. Sedgwick, before the Court of Appeal on 
the 9th inst..a question arose on the construction of 
section 67 of the Judicature Act of 1873, and there was some 
question as to the effect of a reference ofan action (including 
a claim and a counter-claim), to the master, with a direc- 
tion that the costs of the action should “abide the event.” 
Section 67 provides that, ‘‘ The provisions contained in the 
5th, 7th, and 10th sections of the County Courts Act, 
1867, shall apply to actions commenced or pending iu the 
High Court of Justice in which any relief is sought which can 
be given in a county court.” By the 5th section of the 
Act of 1867 it is provided that, if in any action in any of the 
superior courts the plaintiff shall recover a sum not*exceed- 
ing £20, if the action be founded on contract, or £10, if 
founded on tort, he shall not be entitled to any 
costs of suit, unless the judge certify on the record that 
there was sufficient reason for bringing the action ‘in 
a superior court, or unless the court or a judge at cham- 
bers shall by such an order allow such costs. The 
action was brought by a builder against a greengrocer 
in respect of work done by the plaintiff for the defendant. 
The writ was indorsed with a claim for £97. The defend- 
ant delivered a defence and counter-claim, and by the 
counter-claim he claimed £24 for goods supplied to the 
plaintiff. An order was made referring the action to the 
certificate of the master; “‘ the costs of the action to abide 
the event, the costs of the reference to be in the discretion 
of the master.” The master found that £16 was due to 
the plaintiff on bis claim, and that £23 was due to the de- 
fendant on his counter-claim, and he allowed the defendant 
his costs of both claim and counter-claim, and gave the 
plaintiff no costs at all. The Court of Appeal (Jessel, 
M.R., and Brett and Cotton, L.JJ.) held that the decision 
as to the costa was right. It was urged that the plaintiff 
was entitled to his costs of claim because he had succeeded 
in recovering something, and that section 67 did not apply, 
because the writ having been indorsed for a sum exceeding 
£50, the action was not one in which relief was sought 
which could be given in a county court. Jessel, M.R., said 
that such a construction of section 67 would, in effect, 
repeal it altogether, as a plaintiffcould always escape from 
its operation by indorsing his writ with a claim for a sum 
exceeding £50. The words “relief which can be given in 
a county court” referred to the kind of relief that could 
be given, not tothe amount claimed. The test was the 
amount recovered. The plaintiff, therefore, conld not have 
any costs of bis claim. And, with regard to the costs of 
the defence to the claim, the matter was referred to the 
master to decide the whole question between the parties, 
and the ccsts were to abide the event, That meant the 
whole costs, The party who won the action as a whole 
was to get the costes of the whole. Brett, L.J., said that 
section 67 was intended to apply to the amount for which 
the action ought to have been brought, not the amount in- 
dorsed on the writ. And the “event” referred to in the 

_Teference to the master was the decision of the master as 
a whole, which in this case was for the deferdant, there 
being in the result a balance of £7 due to him. 


Apurisistration Action—Inraxnt—Improrer Insritv- 
TIOw oF Action—Costs—Next Faigxp.—In the case of Re 
Strafford, Strafford ¥. Warren, before the Master of the 


ey 





friend, on behalf of an infant interested under a will, forthe. 
administration of the testator’s estate. The estate oon. 
sisted of a small public-house, of which a receiver, wag ap-. 
pointed, and by consent the public-house was subsequently 
sold and realized a sum of about £340, There was also 9 
debt of £80 due to the estate, and this was got in, so that 
the total assets were worth abont £420. A creditor had 
been made a defendant and he claimed a debt of abont 
£240, which had been advanced to the defendant, the execy. 
trix, to pay the testator’s debts. This defendant appeared 

by the same solicitor as the plaintiff. The action now came 
uo for further consideration, and it was stated that the 
costs of the execatrix would amount to about £150, so that, 

after deducting the sum due to the creditor, and the cosig 
of the plaintiff and the defendants, there would have been 

nothing left for the infant. The question was argued as to. 
how the costs of the action should be borne. The Master 

of the Rolls was of opinion that the action had not been 

bond fide instituted for the benefit of the infant; the next 

friend was apparently a stranger to the family, and the. 
.real object evidently was to obtain payment for the cre. 

ditor of his debt by securing the assets by the appoint. 

ment of a receiver. The creditor could have obtained pay- 

ment in an action without necessitating the expense of 

taking the accounts in chambers. Unfortanately he conld 

neither order the oreditor to. pay the costs, nor the 

solicitor, who really ought to do so, and all he could do to 

mark his sense of the impropriety of the action was to 

order the next friend to pay the costs of the executrix, not 

exceeding £100. The creditor would get no costs, and 

must bring into court the sum admitted to be in his hands, 

as allowed him twice over. There was an amount due to 
the executrix, and this must be paid and the balance carried 

over to the account of the infant. In this way something 

would be left for him, and much the same as if the action 

had not been instituted. 





PracticE—Ex Parte Insunctions—Duty oF CoUNSEL.— 
In a case of Fletcher v. Lorier, before the Master of the 
Rolls on the 11th inst., a motion was made to restrain the 
defendant from committing a breach of an agreement under 
which a partnership between the parties had been dissolved. 
It appearec that an interim injenction had been obtained 
from one of the vacation judges, whose attention had been- 
called to the affidavit filed in support of the motion, and 
which affidavit had been read by the judge. On the motion 
coming on before the Master of the Kolls, he stated that he 
considered the interim order had been improperly granted, 
and that the real bearing of the facts could not have 
been properly brought before the judge, notwithstanding 
that he had read the affidavit. In hisown court he always 
trusted to counsel not to apply for ex parte injunctions in 
improper cases, or if they did apply in a doubtful case, 
then he expected that the difficulties should be fully mer- 
tioned tohim. Where so many ez parte injunctions were 
granted he could not administer justice in any other way, 
and he must necessarily trust to counsel to an enormous 
extent. If any counsel had obtained from him the injanc- 
tion which had been granted by the vacation judge, whether 
he himself bad read the affidavit or not, he certainly should 
have made some strong comments on his conduct He 
considered the injunction ought not to have been granted. 


Practice—Motion to Vary—Rerort or OFFICIAL 
RerergE—Morion on SumMons.—In a case, also before 
the Master of the Rolls on the 11th inst., a motion was made 
to vary the report of an official referee, and it was stated to 
involve some argument and discussion on the facts, Counsel 
stated they would not ask his lordship to hear it on a motion 
day, but would ask that it might be treated as an adjourned 
summons, and be placed on the list of adjourned summonses. 
The Master of the Rolls directed this to be done, and said 
that, of course, people might move to vary the report of & 
referee, but such proceeding was generally taken by sum- 
mons and adjourned into court. 





CompaAny—VoLuNTaRy LiQuIpATION--EXAMINATION OF 
Orricer—Mortions on SumMoNs—Compantres Act, 1862, 8. 
138—GENERAL Onogrs, November, 1862, ornpEr 51,—I0 





Rolls on the 14th inst., the action was instituted by a next 





the case of the Steam Stoker Company, now in course of 
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~voluntary liquidation, a motion was made before the Master 
of the Rolls, also on the 11th inst., for leave to examine an 
officer of the company under the 115th section of the Com- 
ies Act. It was stated that, in a voluntary winding up, 
‘there was some doubt as to the practice whether such an 
application was not required, under order 51 of the General 
Orders of November, 1862, to be made by motion, although 
in a compulsory winding up such applications were always 
made by summons iu chambers. The Master of the Rolls 
gaid that, under the rule, he had given e general direction 
that such applications should be made by summons, and 
that was the proper practice. On the present motion he 
would give leave to issue a summons in chambers for the 
examination. 





Companies Act, 1862, s. 124—SetrLeMeENtT on List oF 
CoNTRIBUTORIES Tv CoMPANY IN LrqciDATION—SuMMONS TO 
REMOVE NaME—LaApsE oF TimME—T'HREE Weeks’ LimitT— 
Ina case of Inve The Elham Valley Railway Company, Ex 
parte Dickson, which came before Mr. Justice Fry, sitting 
tor Vice-Chancellor Malins, on the 15th inst., the applicant, 
Major Dickson, agreed to become a director of the company 
towards the end of 1866, and a qualification of filty shares 
was found for him. He was entered on the register as the 
holder of fifty shares, his name appeared in the prospectus of 
the company, and he attended some of the board meetings, 
signed share certificates, and took a part in the management 
of the company. In July, 1867, hs resigned his seat on the 
board, and from that time ceased to take avy part in the 
affairs of the company. In August, 1874, an order was made 
by Vice-Chancellor Malins to wind up the company. When 
abe list of contributories came to be settled, Major Dickson 
objected to his name being placed on the list; but when the 
ease came before Vice-Chancellor Malins, on March 19, 
1877, he directed that the name should be entered on the list, 
which was done by the chief clerk accordingly. The 
cettificate of the settlement of the list was dated July 
1, and filed July 9, 1878. Being under the impres- 
sim that the call would be one of a trifling 
amount, Major Dickson at first took no steps to obtain the 
removal of his name from the list, but whea he became aware 
that a heavy call, to the extent of £9 a share, was being 
made by the liquidator, he took out a summons, asking that 
his name might be struck off the list of contributories, such 
summons being dated April 17,1879. When the summons 
came on for hearing before Mr. Justice Fry, a prejiminary 
objection was taken by the liquidator, on the ground that the 
question had already been judicially uecided, and that the 
applicant was too late in making his application. Fry, J., 
said that it was obvious that great inconvenience would be 
occasioned if a summons such as the present one could be 
Successful whenever brought. It might be said no injury 
would be done by the removal of the name at this time, 
since no call had been previously made, but if this name were 
removed al] others might be, and so, after a year had elapsed 
from the time when the list was settled, the liquidator would 
not know on what he could depend. In his lordship’s view 
the 124th section of the Companies Act, 1862, applied. In 
point of expression it did not directly govern the case, or pro- 
hibit applications for oxders to discharge after three weeks, 
‘but to such cases the same limit of time should be applied 
by analogy. The cases of Lw parte Brown (22 W. R. 602, 
L. R. 9 Ch. 304), and Dickson v. Harrison (L. R. 9 Cu. 
D. 243, were in poin)t, and he intended to follow the 124th 
Section, and held that such an application could not be 
made as of right after three weeks had elapsed from a 
Judicial decision. With regard to the exercise of his 
judicial discretion, his lordship did not think fit to exercise 
itin favour of one who had chesen to speculate on calls 


against costs, and the application would be dismissed, with 





Witt—Construction—LeGacy—Vestinc—Girt ovER 
by DEATH oF LecaTgee BEFORE TKSTATOR OR BEFORE 

Division” oy nis Estate.—In a case of Collison v. Barber, 
before Fry, J., on the 7th inst., a question arose as to the 
nis rect Of a legacy. A testator devised and bequeathed all 
his real and personal estate to trustees, upon trust for sale 
and conversion with all convenient speed after his death, 
and out of the proceeds to pay bis debts and funeral and 
testamentary expenses, and, subject thereto, and to the pay- 
Ment ofan annuity, t» answer which the trustees were to 
dnvest a part of the proceeds of sale, the trastees were to 





divide the remainder of the trust moneys equally amongst 
two nephews and four nieces of the testator, who were 
named in the will. He directed that the shares of the 
nephews should be paid to them as soon after his death as 
practicable. The shares of the nieces were to be invested 
by the trustees, and the income paid to the nieces for their 
separate use. And he directed that in case any or either of 
the nieces should die “before me or before the division of 
my estate as before directed” unmarried, the share or shares 
of the niece or nieces so dying should be divided among the 
remaining lega’ees named in his will. Both the nephews 
and all the nieces survived the testator. He died in 
December, 1875. One of the nieces died unmarried on the 
17th of April, 1876. The testator’s debts were of small 
amount compared with the amount of his personal estate, 
but they were not all paid until September, 1876. The real 
estate was sold by the trustees in February, 1876, and the 
purchase-money was received by them nine days before the 
death of the niece, The trustees did not make any actual 
division of the property among the legatees until October, 
1876. The question was whether the shargof the niece wh 
had died had gone over to the other nieces an1 the nepbews. 

It was contended that it had not, because, the debts being 
of such small amount, a partial divisi.n of the estate would 
have been practicable before her death. Fry, J., however, 
held that the words “ division of my estate’? must be taken 

to mean the expiration of the period of one year after 

the death of the testator allowed by law for the distribution 

of his estate, and, consequently, that the gift over of the 

share of the deceased niece had taken effect. 





Discovery— Member or Company—Costs—Orp. 31 
RR. 4, 6, 10,—In a case of Berkeley v. The Standard Discoun 
Company, before Fry, J., on the 12th inst., a question arose 
with reference to the provision of rule 4 of orver 31, that, if 
a party to an action bea joint stock company, ‘‘any opposite 
party may apply at chambers for an order allowing tim to 
deliver interrogatories to any member or officer of such com- 
pany, and an order may be made accordingly.” An order 
had been made, giving the plaintiff linerty to deliver 
interrogatories for the examination of a Mr. Stirling, who 
was a member, but not an officer, of the defendant company. 
Interrogatories were delivered under this order, and an 
affidavit in answer to them was prepared, but Stirling re- 
fused to file it, unless he was first paid by the plaintiff his 
taxed costs of the affidavit. The plaintiff then took outa 
summons to compel Stirling to answer. Fry, J., held that 
Stirling was justified in his refusal to file the affidavit until 
he had been paid his costs. His lordship thought it was not 
reasonable that a mere member of tlie company should be 
required to make the discovery asked for at his own ex- 
pense. He thought that the analogy ofa witness, subpcenaed 
in the ordinary way in an action, applied, and it went to 
show thet the expenses of a person who was called to give 
evidence should be borne by the person who wanted the 
evidence. It was said that the provision of rule 6—“ Inter- 
rogatories shall be answered by affidavit to be filed within 
ten days”—was imperative. But that, in his lordship’s 
opinion, only meant that the answer should be by affidavit, 
not vivd voce. There was nothing, therefore, in the rules to 
prevent the court from doing that which it considered 
reasonable in the matter. His lordship had consulted one 
of the judges of the common law divisions, with the view of 
ascertaining whether any contrary practice had grown up in 
the courts of common law with reference to the correspond- 
ing provision (section 51) in the Common Law Procedure 
Act of 1854, or in the common law divisions under the new 
rules. There appeared to be no such practice, and therefore 
an order would made to file the aflidavit on payment of 
the deponert’s taxed costs by the plaintiff. The plaintiff 
must pay the costs of this application. Leave was given to 


appeal. 





The London correspondent of the Manchester Guardian 
says that a resolute effort is now being made to induce 
the authorities of the various Inns of Court to abolish the 
examination in Roman law which is necessary with a view to 
acallto the bar. This attempt has been made before, on 
the grounds chiefly that the yeas study of Roman law must 
negessatily be imperfect and scamped by those who attempt 
it, and that it is essentially an archwologioal subject. It is 
now definitively suggested to substitute as a subject of 
examination international for Roman law. 
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Sucteties. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING. 


The annual general meeting of this society, convened for 
the election of a president, vice-president, auditors, and 
members of the council, and for the transaction of other 
business, wes held at the society’s hall on Friday, the 
11th inst., Mr. John Hollams, president of the society, in 
the chair. 

The usual formalities with regard to the minutes of 
previous meetings having been complied with, the Prest- 
DENT stated the names of tke duly qualified candidates to 
fill the vacancies announced. Each of the candidates was 
proposed and seconded seria¢im, and as they were not more 
in nember than were required to fill the vacant offices, 
Mr. Natheniel Tertius Lawrence and Mr. John Moxon 
Clabon were declared to be elected president and vice- presi- 
dent respectively for the ensuing year, and the nominated 
candidates for the council and for the office of audit ors were 
also declared to be duly elected, Mr. Richard Mills and Mr. 
Riehard Pennington becoming members of the council for 
the first time. 

The accounts of the receipts and disbursements for the 
yeer ending the 31st of December, 1878, were then received, 
approved, and signed by the president. 

Mr. GresuaM wished for information as to tke assets of 
one of the officers of the society, who had misappropriated 
£12,600, or thereabouts. 

Mr. Lake (the chairman of the Finance Committee) ex- 
plained that the dividend to be received would be about 
enough to cover the liquidation expenses. and no more. 

The resoletion having been put to the meeting was carried, 
and the account was signed by the president. 

On the motion “ That the annual report of the council be 
received, approved, and entered on the minutes,” 

Mr. Gepce meved sn amendment to the effect that the 
report be received snd adopted with the exception of that 
part which related to the appointment of notaries. He 
saw no reason why solicitors of ten years’ standirg should 
become notzries, and he considered the ** observations ” upon 
the report of the council, which had been prepared and cir- 
culated by the Society of Public Notaries very sensible. He 
considered it very much better that the business of notaries 
should be kept distinct, and if the increase in the notarial 
business was such as was stated in the report, the inccn- 
venience srising from the want of notaries would soon be 
put en end to, as mony of the numberless young men 
now seeking a livelihood would be sure to become notaries. 

The Cnainman poiuted out that the report was founded 
on a resclution passed at the annual provincial meeting beld 
at Bristol ia 1877, at which upwards of 200 members of the 
society were present. At that meeting, after a very long 
discussion, it was resolved “ That it be a suggestion to the 
council of the law society that, at a fitting time, they should 
endeavcur to bring abont an alteration of the law in the 
direction of providing that all solicitors of ten years’ stand- 
ing and upwsrds be entitled to act as notaries public.” 
it was not therefore a thing brought forward for the 
first time by the council. 

Mr. Geipere seconded the amendment. He considered 
that a solicitor acting as a notary could not properly do his 
duty to a client, and that it was utterly impossib'e for a 
solicitor of any large practice to undertake the duties of a 
notary, especially as regards banking business, 

Mr. Kays stated that he was appointed notary for India 
in 1850, and never found any difficulty in the performance 
of bis duty as such, and he never heard of any solicitor 
appeinted as a notary failing to fulfil bis duties satisfac- 
tomly, and he hoped to see the profession of notary in London 
thrown open to solicitors, subject to a provision being made 
in regard to vested interests. He therefore opposed the 
amendment. 

Mr. Govrrey thonght that the matter had not’ been 
sufficiently under the consideration of the members of the 
seclety, aud he was of opinion that they were entitled 
to ask that a copy of the proposed Bill be placed in their 
handy, 

Mr, Gtixs said that the mere fact of a solicitor becoming 
a notary would not compel him to act as snch, either for 
London merchants or bankers, if he found that it interfered 

with his practice. Merchants and bankers were, of course, 








at liberty to choose notaries, and notaries only, to act for 
them. He was therefore opposed to the amendment. 

Mr. Jones (Gloucester) said that the proposed amend. 
ment would, in effect, rescind the resolution passed at the 
annual provincial meeting at Bristol, which would be putting 
the council in an altogether false position, and he considered 
the propogal of the council a very sensible one. 

Mr. Potiary and Mr. C. Forp also supported the adop- 
tion of the report. 

Mr. Keen said, with regard to the ‘‘ observations” of the 
Society of Notaries, it seemed to him that a more com- 
plete justification of the steps which the council had taken 
could hardly be found. He also pointed out that in the 
country, where it is necessary, solicitors may become 
notaries without any previous examination or training, and 
he failed to realize the truth of the assertion that London 
solicitors were incapable of performing satisfactorily the 
duties of a notary. He also stated that his private opinion 
with regard to existing notaries was that they ought to be- 
made solicitors to recompense them for any loss they might 
sustain. 

The Presipent having rut the amendment to the meet- 
ing, it was negatived, 

Mr. Watrer said that before the report was approved he 
would like to know whether a Bill had been prepared with 
regard to the restrictions on the cal! of soiicitors to the bar, 
and what was the present st»ge of the Bill. 

The Presipent stated, in «nswer to this question, that 
after a great deal of consideration a Bill had been prepared 
in reference to this and another subject, which was now in 
the hands of Lord Selborne in the hope that he would under- 
take the charge of it in the House of Lords. 

Mr. F. K. Munton wished to know if the council had 
carefully considered whether five years was the proper limit, 
and whether there was any chance of carrying the Bill 
throvgh. He considered five years too short aterm. He 
also suggested that the time had arrived for the insertion in 
the annus] report of the names of solicitors who had been 
struck off the rol], and stated that one of the solicitors whose 
name had, at the instance ef the society, been recently 
strack off the roll had been bankrupt no less than twelve 
times. He ulso referred to certain prize essays with 
reference to benkrupt solicitors, from which it appeared that 
upwards of one thousand solicitors had become bankrupts 
since 1861, and he was of opinion that the time had come 
when the council ought to adopt some proper resolution 
with re‘erence to the subject. 

Mr. Parker referred to that part of the annual report 
relating to the applications for probates and letters of 
administration by law stationers, and expressed great satis- 
f-ction at the course the council had adopted. Mr. Parker 
also drew attention to the Jarge use that is now being made 
of the library by students, and suggested that now that the 
council bad made so many improvements in the hall in the 
way of increased accommodatiyn for members, something 
more should be done for them with reference to the library- 
At present two-thirds of the library was appropriated by 
students, memters being confined to the lower wing. e 
slso complained of having the library closed on occasions 
when the number of students is so large that they cannot 
otherwise be accommodated, and urged that instead of 
depriving the members of the use of the library the number 
of days for the examinations should be increased, Ue also 
suggested that the students might, with advantage, be 
entirely confined to the examination hall both for study and 
the examinations, and thus afford increased room for the 
m+ mbers of the society, whose interests onght to be para 
mount, 

The Preswent explained, with reference to the sugges- 
tion a8 to the five years’ practice as qualification for call to 
the bar, that the limit propored was fixed by the council 
to correspond with the period for which a barrister must 
have prectised after which he way become a solicitor on 
passing the final examination. With regard to bankrupt 
solicitors, that subject had also recently engaged the 
attention of the council, and he thought that it might 
very well be left in their hands, The names of a large 
number of the solicitors who had become bavkrupt did not 
appear in the Low List, ond he did not think it was the 
wish of the society, nor would it be worth while, to stigms- 
tize the unfortunate members of the society who have 
become bankrupt * Hear, bear,” from Mr. Munton], bat the 

uestion might, with advantage, be discussed at Cambridge. 
With reference to Mr. Purker’s remarke, the president said 
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that avy suggestion of a practical character would always 
receive the careful attention of the council, but that his 
sugg estion as to dividing any one examination was impractic- 
abie, inasmuch as the papers used one day for a portion of 
the candidates could not be used on the next for the 
remainder. It would thus be necessary to prepare two sets 
of questions, and, in fact, to have two examinations instead 
of cne, snd thus the comparative merit of the candidates 
could not be ascertained. 

Mr. Watrer moved the following resolution :—“ That the 
report of the council as to the call of solicitors to the bar 
js misleading in stating that the council has determined to 
jntroduce a Bill into Parliament on the subject, the council 
Laving introduced no such Bill.” 

Mr. Goprrey spoke at some length upon the steps which 
had been taken from time to time for obtaining an altera- 
tion of the Jaw with reference to the call of solicitors to 
the bar, and remarked strongly on the inconsistency of the 
existing regulation of the Inns of Court under which 
solicitors are required to cease practice three years pre- 
vious to being admittec to the bar. 

The CuatrRMAN: I think we have got a little wide of the 
mak. A resolution was moved that that portion of the 
1¢; ort of the council which states that they have deter- 
m ned to introduce a Bill into Parliament with reference 
to the call of solicitors to the bar is misleading. I think 
if he nember who moved this resolution had carefally read 
the rep:rt he would not bave made such a motion, Most 
cf us know that there is little or no hope of a private 
individual beirg able to pass a contested Bill when even 
the Government find the greatest difficulty in passing their 
own Bills. The council, therefore, considered that their 
chance of success would, in a great measure, depend upon 
introducing @ clause to that end into another Bill; and 
having reason to anticipate that the Bar Education and 
Discipline Bill would be again introduced during this ses- 
sion, they thought it expedient to wait till that Bill was 
again brought forward. It was not, however, till com- 
paratively late in the session that the council were made 
aware that it would not be presented. The council then 
prepared the Bill in question. There was nothing deceptive 
in the report. The council stated they had prepared a 
Bill which they bad determined to introduce into Parlia- 
ment. The Bill had been prepared, and was at present in 
the hancs of Lord Selborne, and he thought it would be felt 
that th‘s reflection on the council was uncalled for. 

The amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. C. Forp moved :—“ That referring to the resolution 
passed at the Jast annual general meeting in regard to the 
rules of the Inns of Court as affecting the call of solicitors 
to the bar, this meeting requests the continued attention of 
the council of the society.” 

The motion not having been seconded, the CuatRMAN put 

the original resclution to the meeting—viz., that the report 
be received, approved, and enti red on the minutes, which was 
carried, 
_ The Cuairmay said that he had much pleasure in propos- 
ing that the fiftieth bye-law of the society, as varied by the 
resolution of the 8th of May, 1874, be, and it is hereby, 
repealed, and that the fifty-second bye-law be altered so as 
to do away with the entrance fee now payable by new 
members, 

_ Mr. Provproor wished to know what good could be de- 
rived by the admission of gentlemen into the society who 
would not pay the entrance-fee. In 1874 the admission 
fee was reduced from £5 to £2 in the case of solicitors 
taking out town certificates, and £1 in the case of solicitors 
taking out country certificates, and he did not consider it 
possible that either town or country solicitors desirous of 
becoming members of the society could object to such 
nominal fees, 

Mr. Grpar was of opinion that the admission fee ought 
to be done away with, and considered that the abolition of 
the admission fee would be a financial benefit to the society, 
referring to the case of the London Library, where a similar 
Course was adopted with a successful reault. 

Mr. Stzinpexa said be remembered the time when the 
admission fee was £15, and he considered it unfair that 
members who paid no admission fee should be entitled to 
the same privileges as those who had paid the fee. 

Mr. CoLterre thought that, as the account showed there 
was & surplus fund, arrangements ought to be made for the 
amalgamation of the hall and olub and for providing better 








accommodation in the club for members than at present, 
bot he was not going to oppose the proposed motion in any 
way. 

Mr. BRraiTHWAITE considered that the abolition of the 
entrance fee would deprive the present members of their 
status in the profession. 

The CHAIRMAN said the courts only interfered with 
charges of certain serious offences against solicitors, and it 
was necessary that the society should exercise a domestic 
jurisdiction over its members, and the proposal for 
doing away with the admission fee would increase the 
power of the society in this respect, as then there would 
be no excuse for any respectable solicitor not becom- 
ing a member. He was of opinion that even upon the 
lower commercial element the proposal would be found to 
be successful, the admission fee of new members at 
present averaging only £380 per annum to the fands of the 
society. 

Mr. C. Forp approved of the motion. 

Mr. Herr, as a country solicitor residing 150 miles from 
London, was much surprised at the proposition which had 
come from the council, and did not believe that it would 
increase the number of members of tke society. He was of 
opinion that if better arrangements were made with regard 
to the club (which be understood was occupied rent free) 
for country members, and rooms provided for them in 
which to meet their friends or clients, it would greatly 
increase the number of members. 

Mr. Jones, as another country member, disapproved of the 
suggestion, and moved that the subject be adjourned tothe 
next annual meeting. 

The PresIDENT reminded the meeting that this subject 
had been brought forward and discussed very often already, 
and that it was opposed to the views of the council for the 
time being, as it was feared that its adoption would greatly 
diminish the funds of the society, but that the finances of 
the society were now in such a state as to enable them to 
do it, even though it proved something of a loss. Moreover, 
when members of the society paid their annual visit to the 
larger provincial towns, the admission fee had been made 
a common excuse on the part of country solicitors for not 
joining the society. 

The amendment for adjournment hating been put to the 
meeting, it was negatived, and the original motion for the 
abolition of the admission fee was Carried. 

Mr. SrernserG proposed, and Mr. ARNoLD seconded, 
“Tbat this meeting begs to suggest to the council of this 
society the desirability of endeavouring to obtain the 
insertion in the Law List of the fact of any solicitor having 
obtained a prize or certificate of merit on passing bis final 
examination, in the same way that studentships and certiti- 
cates of honour obtained by barristers are recorded 
therein.” 

The PREsIvEnt said that he was not aware that there was 
any regulation preventing a solicitor who had obtained a 
prize or certificate of merit from notifying the fact in the form 
supplied to the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, and that as 
the resolution was only a suggestion to the council, he was 
sure they would take it into consideration. 

The motion wes adopted, 

Mr. Fraser moved “That the best thanks of the society 
were due to the president and thecouncil for the care and atten- 
tion they had bestowed on the interests of the profession 
during the past year,” which was carried unanimously. 

Mr. C. Forp drew attention to certain remarks made 
by Lord Justice Brett in February, which he quoted, and 
— that some steps sbould be taken with reference to 
them, 

The Prestpent remarked that the observations referred to 
appeared to have been made in reference to a particular case 
then before the learned judge, and not with regard to solicitors 
generally, : 

The motion was withdrawn. 

Mr. C, Forp next moved, and Mr, Furnacar seconded, 
**That the right of solicitors in regard to appearing as 
advocates before courts of quarter sessions should be defined 
by the Legislature,” which, after a short discussion, was 
adcpted, 

Mr. ©. Foro then withdrew various other resolutions of 
which he had given notice, and a vote of thanks to the 
president for his conduct in the chair terminated the pro- 
ceedings. 
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LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The annual dinner of this society was held at the St. 
James’s-hall Restaurant, Piccadilly, on Tuesday, the 8th inst. 
Mr. F. K. Munton occupied the chair. 

After the usual loyal and patriotic toasts had been given 
with due honours, at the conclusion of the dinner, the chair- 
man gave ‘‘ The Law Students’ Debating Society,” and in 
doing so he referred to the fact that the society was formerly 
the only one of its kind in the solicitors’ branch of the legal 
profession, and the example set had since been taken up by 
other societies. Young solicitors especially, more than any 
other class, required a debating society, and it was a matter 
for regret that the majority of solicitors were still unable to 
make a good speech. He was glad the society had always 
met at the Law Institution, which he considered the most 
suitable spot, and it had always received great support from 
that institution. In concluding, the chairman made a passing 
reference to some of the leading members of the bar who 
had formerly belonged to the society. 

Mr, Groves gave the next toast, ‘‘ The Bench and the Bar.” 
Mr. S. Wo'e replied. 

Mr. Swinfen Eady then proposed ‘‘The Incorporated 
Law Society,” and Mr. R. F. Austen responded. 

Mr. Indermaur next gave ‘The Chairman,” which was 
dronk with cheers, aud Mr. Munton replied. 

Mr. J. Nicholls proposed ‘‘ The Officers of the Society (for 
the Past Session),’’ for whom Mr. J. Van Sommer (hon. sec.) 
responded. 

Mr. A. M. Ellis gave “ The Old Members,” coupled with 
the name of Mr. J. Bradford, and Mr. E. C. Harvie gave “ The 
Visitors,” to which Mr. Alfred Rawlinson replied. 

A few other speeches and some songs brought the evening 
to a close. 





BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


Ata meeting held on Tuesday evening Jast in the Law 
Library, A. Canning, Esq., in the chair, a debate took place 
on the following moot point :—“ Is a newspaper proprietor 
criminally as well as civilly liable for a libel published by an 
editor to whom he has given the entire control of the edi- 
torial department of the paper?” 6 & 7 Vict. c. 96 (Lord 
Campbe]l’s Act), s. 7; Reg. v. Holbrook (26 W. R. 144, 
47 L. J. Q. B. D. 35, L. R. 3 Q. B. D. 60, 27 W. R. 313, 
L. R. 4 Q. B. D. 42). The speakers on tie affirmative 
were Messrs. Edwards, Hayes, Steere, and Taylor; on the 
negative, Messrs. Bayley, Freeman, O'Connor, Barrows, and 
Rogers. The chairman having summed up, the question 
was put, and decided in the negative. A vote of thanks to 
the chairman conclud:d the meeting. 








At the Winchester Assizes, before the Lord Chief Justice 
on the 11th inst., William Andrew Killby, a solicitor, and 
Wilson Noble Hoare, a gentleman farmer, were indicted 
for a conspiracy to de‘raud Peter Lungley, a money-lender. 
The jury found both the prisoners Not Guilty, and applica- 
tion was made to the Lord Chief Justice that the prosecutor 
should pay the costs of the prosecution. His lordship, 
however, said that though he entirely concurred in the 
verdict, he could not say that the prosecutor had not, if he 
thought fir, a legal right to take the course he had taken. He 
should not, therefore, make him pay the costs of the defence. 
He s ould, however, refuse a certificate to the prosecutor, 
who would have to bear his own costs. 

At a meeting of the International Code Committee of 
America, held on June 6, the following were appointed dele- 

ates to the conference of the Association for the Reform and 
dification of the Law of Nations, to be held in London on 
August 11, 1879 :—David Dudley Field, John Welsh United 
States Minister to England; Joseph P. Thompson, F. A. P. 
Barnard, Charles A. Peabody, S. I. Prime, A. P. Sprague, 
Theodore W. Dwight, James Emott, E. C. Benedict, John 
F. Dillon, Amasa J. Parker, Howard P. Wilds, Johnson 
T. Platt, J. A. Fulton, E. A. Washburn, Archibald 
Alexander, and Fisher A. Baker. The subjects proposed 
for disenssion by the American delegates at the conference 
are the following :—Protection and neutrality of the pro- 
jected canal across the Isthmus of Darien; protection of 
international telegraphs; consular jurisdiction in Oriental 
countries ; collisions at sea; international regulations for 
lighthouse+, sea signals, and quarantins; extradition of 
cTiminals; uniform weights, measures, and coinage. 


Obituarp. 


UR. JAMES MARCY. 


Mr. James Marcy, solicitor, died at his residence, at 
Wellington, Shropshire, on the 23rd ult., after a short bat 
painful illness. Mr. Marcy was the fourth son of the late 
Mr. George Marcy, solicitor, of Wellington, and he wag 
born in 1851. He was admitted a solicitor in 1874, ang 
was soon afterwards appointed clerk to the Wellington 
Board of Guardians, Assessment Committee, and Rural 
Sanitary Authority, in the place of his father, upon whose 
death, in 1877, he became Superintendent Registrar, ang 
clerk to the Wrekin District Highway Board, and the High 
Kreal School Board. He was also joint clerk (with Mr, 
Robert Daniel Newill) to the Wellington Improvement; 
Commissioners. Mr. Marcy’s early death has caused much 
regret, he haviog beea married only a few months ago, 
He was baried on the 2ad inst. ia the family vault in 
Wellington churchyard, the faueral being attended by a 
Jarge number of professional and private friends. 





MR. HENRY DALE. 


Mr. Henry Dale, solicitor, of North Shields and Sunder. 
land, died at his residence, Preston House, North Shields, 
on the 30th nit. Mr. Dale was the son of the late Mr. 
Henry Dale, solicitor, of North Shields, where he was born 
in 1821. He was admitted a solicitor in 1848, and was 
formerly in partnership with his father and with Mr. Shallett 
John Dale, but more recently he had carried on business 
alone, having oftices at Sunderland as well as at North Shields. 
His firm were for several years joint clerks to the magis- 
trates of the borough of North Shields, and since the disso- 
lution of his partnership with Mr. S. J. Dale the deceased 
had held the office alone. Mr. H. Dale had a good private 
practice. 


MR. JOHN HARWARD. 


Mr. John Harward, solicitor (the head of the firm of 
Harwardy, Shepherd, and Mills), died recently at Stour- 
bridge. Mr. Harward was admitied solicitor in 1838, and 
was formerly associated with Mr. William Hunt and Mr. 
Rowland Price, but had been for several years in partnership 
with Mr, Gainsborough Harward, Mr. John bullen Shep- 
herd, and Mr. Harry Mills. He wes a commissioner to 
administer oaths in the Supreme ~ourt of Judicature, anda 
perpetual commirsionerfor Worcestershire, and he held several 
important public appointments, being clerk to the county 
magistrates, to the Stourbridge Canal Company, and to the 
deputy-lieutenancy for Worcestershire, and steward of the 
Manor of Church, Clint. He was formerly judge of the 
ancient Manorial Court at Stourbridge, and had been 
registrar of the Stourbridge County Court (Circuit No. 23) 
ever since the passing of the County Courts Act, 1846. He 
was also for some time clerk to the S:ourbridge Improvement 
Commissioners, aud to the Stourbridge and Bromsgrove 
Turnpike Trust. Mr. Harward discharged all his important 
public duties with great ability and courtesy. He was an 
active supporter of the scheme for securing railway com- 
munication for the town, and was solicitor to the Stour- 
bridge Railway Company, On taking his seat at the Stour- 
bridge County Court, on Thursday, the 3rd inst., Mr. Rupert 
Kettle paidthe following tribute toMr. Harward’s memory :— 
‘*Mr. Harward was the last judge of the ancient Manorial 
Court, upon the foundations of which this county court was 
established, and ever since its reconstruction, now nearly 
thirty-three years ago, he had faithfully and most efficiently 
discharged the duties of registrar. I had the honour of his 
jntimate friendship many years before I sat on this bench. 
My knowledge, not only of his actions, but of his principles, 
created in me the most profound respect for him. The grave 
has closed so recently over John Harward that we cannot 
yet fully realize all the cousequences of his death, We 
suffer now from a sudden shock; hereafter we shall deeply 
feel a sense of deprivement. We have been accustomed to 
rely upon him, to trust in his help. He knew so much, 
and knew it so well; he was so kind and so sagacious that 
the vacancy he has left amongst us will never be entirely 





filled. His successor may, and we trust will, by a souud 
lawyer and a courteous, painstaking officer. ‘The public 
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business of the court will go on as heretofore, but for many 
day we shall miss from his accustomed place the familiar 
friend we always saw with so much pleasure. It is not, 
ag an officer of the court, that Mr. Harward wil) be most 
regretted, or his memory most revered. His whole life was 
a continuous career of public duty. His intense love of 
ight, and his comprehensive charity, led him to pursue with 
geal every good work be could bring within the range of his 
extensive influence. This is not the place in which acknow- 
Jedgments should be made of Mr. Harward’s abundant pri- 
vate charities, or of his large and consistent efforts to eradi- 
cate the vices and promote the spiritual welfare of the mass 
of the poor and the ignorant people who inhabit this great 
mining and manufacturing district. I can, however, with 
confidence ask you to remember the many material benefits 
he, with so much ability and constancy of purpose, either 

romoted or obtained for your town and neighbourhood. 
Trade owes to his exertions the development of the railway 
system by which your neighbourhood has so much benefited, 
and agriculture owes him obligations for the care he has 
devoted and the money he has spent in improving the quality 
of our cattle, ‘Turn on which side you will, you see some of 
the work of his fertile and benevolent mind, vf his vigorous 
will, and of bis strong and steady hand. His characteristics 
were steadfast adherence under all circumstances aud at all 
sacrifices to right ; and this, with a tranquil personal bear- 
ing, which at once indicated the courteous and kindly gentle- 
man. Let us assure his sorrowing widow, and those at 
home he loved so well, that, first memory and then tradition 
will, for many years to come, associate his name with the 
ideal of public service and private worth.” 


MR. W. H. ASHURST. 


We regret to announce the death of Mr. W. H. Ashurst, the 
solicitor to the Post-office. Mr. Ashurst was admitted in 
1843, and for nearly twenty years practised »s a member of the 
eminent City firm tounded by his father. In October, 1862, 
the solicitorship to the Post-office became vacant upon the 
death of Mr. Peacock. Mr. Ashurst’s claims to the office 
were supported by high testimonials, but they were 
probably, in no small degree, strengthened by the recollec- 
tion of the services of his late father, twenty-three years 
before, to the cause of post-oflice reform. However this may 
have been, Mr. Ashurst speedily justified the selection ; for 
hegave himself up to the work of the office with great 
energy. His efficiency as a public officer, and his character 
43a man, can hardly be better described than they have 
been by the pen of one who knew him well, who, 
writing in the Daily News, says:—‘‘It fell to him, in 
addition to ity ordinary duticvs, to do much laborious 
and anxious work in connection with the establishment 
of the telegraphic system and the important legislation, 
negotiations, and arrangements it involved. In all this 
work he exhibited great ability, combined with urbanity of 
manner, which made him popular with his professional 
brethren even when he was opposed to them. Notwith- 
standing these important engagements conuected with his 
Office, he was ever ready to lend a helping hand towards 
the forwarding of all movements connected with popular 
progress and philanthropic objects. He was, among other 

ings, an active member of the British and Continental 
Federation for the Suppression of State Regulated Vice, 
and his perfect knowledge of the French language enabled 
him to render exceptional services at the Congress sum- 
moued by that body nearly two years ago at Geneva. His 
Cainently social qualities endeared him to a very large 
circle of friends, and his loss is felt as that of one who was 
trae and steadfast, and above reproach.” 





Appotutntents, Ete. 


Pw Joun Brewster, jun., solicitor and notary, of Mid- 
borough, has been appointed Clerk to the County Magis- 
“4 om eps ag _ = resignation of a 
*vohn Brewster, sen. r. Brewster, jun., was itted 
a solicitor in 1875” rewster, jun., was admi 


F Mr. Henry Forp, solicitor, of Portsea, Portsmouth, and 
of , bas been elected Clerk of the Peace for the Borough 
Portsmouth, in succession to Mr. John Howard, deceased. 





Mr. Ford was admitted a solicitor ia 1840, and is in partner- 
ship with Mr. William Henry Ford. He is solicitor to the 
Licensed Victuallers’ Association, the Builders’ Protection 
Association, and Conservative agent for the district, and he 
was till recently one of the aldermen of the borough of Ports- 
mouth. 


Mr. Harry Frecketton Gapssy, solicitor, of Derby, 
has been elected Town Clerk and Registrar of the Court of 
Record of that borough, on the resignation of his father, Mr. 
John Gadsby, who retains the office of clerk of the peace for 
the borough. Mr. H. F. Gadsby was admitted a solicitor in 
1876. 

Mr, NatHaniet Tertius LAwReEwceE, solicitor (of the firm 
of Domyille, Lawrence, Graham, & Long), vice-president of 
the Incorporated Law Society, has been elected President of 
the Society for the ensuing year. Mr. Lawrence was 
admitted a solicitor in 1848, and is a director of the Solici- 
tors’ Benevolent Association. 


Mr. Russert Louis Riccaxrp, solicitor, South Molton, 
Devon (2dmitted 1867), has been elected Town Clerk, Clerk 
to the Urban Sanitary Authority, and Clerk of the Peace for 
the Borough of South Molton, in succession to his father, the 
late Mr. Russell Martyn Riccard. Mr. R. L. Riccard has 
also been appointed Clerk to the Commissioners of Property 
aud Income Tax. 


Mr. CHarte3 Situ, solicitor, of Romford and Ongar, 
has been elected Clerk to the Ongar Board of Guardians, 
Assessment Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority. 
Mr. Smith was admitted a solicitor in 1864, and is also 
clerk to the Magistrates and the Commissioners of Taxes 
at Ougar, and to the Dagenham School Board, Essex. 


Mr. Witu1am James Tasman, solicitor (of the firm of 
Cordwell and ‘lasman), of 2, Serjeant’s-inn, Chancery-lane, 
and Forest-hill, has been appointed Assistant Clerk to the 
Saddlers’ Company. Mr. Tasman was admitted a solicitor 
in Hilary Term, 1871. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIP. 


ALBERT EpMunp LoucHBoROUGH and Huperr BILLING- 
Horst Knicur (Loughborough & Kaight) solicitors, 23, 
Austin Friars, London. June 30. (Gazette, July 11.) 

Freperick GeorGE CoRDWELL and WILLIAM JAMES 
Tasman, solicitors, 2, Serjeant’s-inn, Chancery-lane, Lon- 
don (Cordwell & Tasman), (business carried on by F. G. 
Cordwell. July 9. (Gazette, July 15.) 

Joun May, J. Frep. May, P. Parrott, solicitors, Mac- 
clesfield (Parrott, May, & Sons). June 30. (Gazette, July 
15.) 








heqal sews. 


An American legal contemporary has discovered the source 
of the line ia *‘ Pinafore,” “ And so do his sisters, and his 
cousins, and his aunts,” ia Blackstone’s chapter on 
Coparcenery. 

The case of Heard v. Russell (59 Georgia, 25) was, says 
the Albany Law Journal, a case respecting a cotton specu- 
lation on “ margins.” After pointing out an example of 
a valid contract for future delivery, the circuit judge held 
forth to the jury after this fashion :—‘‘ Bat now comes in 
this counterfeit—this imitation, The decision of Parker 
was good in the cast of a genuine transaction, which is 
fair and legal. Io comes a fellow who wants to make a 
contract for future delivery, saying: ‘I'll make a spec 
on this business.’ His business is not legitimate. He 


. is the counterfeit of the honest dealer orcontractor. . . 


But it sometimes is said that the business is governed by 
rales. So is ‘seven-up’ governed by rales. A jack can 
take a ten, a king a queen, and an ace can take a king. It 
has been called disreputable ; there are marked cards ; some 
fellows can deal a trump whenever they want to. So has 
‘ draw-poker’ rules, like as gambling in futures has rules. 
They say this future business is fair. So is ‘seven-ap’ if 
a fellow deals fair hands, I think the paste-board gambl- 
ing is the best of the two, In ‘futures,’ a man puts up 
his 5,000dols., or 10,000dols., or more, and when it is gone 
he is led along to put up more ‘to keep his margin good.’ 
When he oan go no farther, he can be closed out. In 
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paste-board gambling, it only takes the pile a man has up; 
but in this fature gambling they keep calling on their vic- 
tim to ‘ keep up his margin,’ until he is squeezed as dry 
asa lemon, . . . It always seems a one-sided, jug- 
handled sort of business. It’s always more margin, more 
ponus. It is to the interest of the State and the people of 
Georgia to prevent all this kind of Wall-street gambling.” 


*‘ Bedford Row” writes to the Times :—“ The long vacation 
is pearly upon us, again brivging with it the rest that is 
due and necessary to the staff of many of the legal offices. 
There is, however, one body of gentlemen who do not, I 
think, find the 8th of August brings such a complete change 
to the roatine of their daily lives. I refer to the chancery 
taxing masters. While no one will deny their ability, no 
one, I think, will assert that they allow themselves to over- 
step the limits of moderate work, and it is difficult to 
understand why it shou!d be necessary that their offices 
should be closed for three months in the aatumn of each 
year. It is of the greatest inconvenience to the public and 
to the profession that it should be so, and it is also a waste 
of public time and money. It must be remembered that 
this is not the only relaxation the law offices enjoy during 
the year. I think Iam right in putting the holidays at 
the taxing offices at nearly one-third of the year, and the 
hours of attendance of the masters at eleven to four each 
day. Their work is simple during this time, aud their 
remuneration varies from £1,500 a year in the case of the 
more recent appcintments to £2,000 a year in the case of 
the older ones. If the long vacation could be utilized for 
the taxation of bills of costs, it would leave solicitors freer 
to attend to other matters when the courts are sitting, and 
which can only be attended to then. As it is, things have 
now often to be neglected in order that a heavy Lill of 
costs may be disposed of before the long vacation, and 
delay is always laid at our doors. No client ever yet 
believed that any one but ‘the lawyers’ was responsible 
for éelay. To suitors the speedy taxation of a bill of costs 
is often of great importance, as, where there is a fand in 
court, it cannot usually be distributed until the costs are 
ascertained and paid. Some alteration is plainly neces- 
sary, and I cannot see why these gentlemen, so easily 
worked and so well paid, should be indulged with more 
than the moderate sammer holiday with which most work- 
ing men bave to be content.” 








CORON ERS. 


Tue following special report of the Select Committee of 
the House of Commons on the Coroners Bill has been issued: 
—“ Your committee in going through the Biil have tramed 
their amendments on the assumption that the office of 
coroner is not to be abolished or merged in any other juris- 
diction. They have taken some evidence as to the working 
of the Scotch system of dealing with those cases which in 
England come under the cognizance of the coroner. As in 
Scotland there is an elaborate machinery maintained at the 
cost of the State forthe investigation and prcsecntion of 
crime, and sin England and Wales sach a system can 
hardly be said to be in operation while the cost of the 
coroner s inquisition falls on the rates, it has not seemed to 
your committee expedient to inquire into the desirability of 
assimilating the English practice to that ot Scotland, 
They are, however, of opinion that valuable suggestions ag 
regards the medical investigation into the cause of death may 
be derived from the Sectch system; and since the Bill as 
amended by your committee exacts a legal qualification for 
the office of coroner, it becomes important to make some im- 
proved provision for a satisfactory medical investigation in 
ail cages in which an inquest is or may be necessary. With 
this view your committee recommend that thecorover should, 
where practicable, nominate oue or more competent medical 
men, to be approved by the Secretary of Srate, to act withia 
his district ; and that in all cases in which notice is given to 
the coroner of a death which calis or may call for an inquest, 
wach notice shouid be accompanied or be closely followed 
by the report of the medical men or of one of the medi- 
cal men 80 nominated. Yoor committee further re- 
commend that for the purpose of insuring that post morlem 
eZaminat.ons or other medical investigations which may be 
reqnisite for the purposes of an icqnest should be condacted 
tfliciently, the corer for each district should nominate 





one or more competent medical meri, to be approvg 
as aforesaid (being either the same as those nominated 
the purpose of making the said report to the coroner 
others), by ove of whom in all cases the requisite post mort 
examination should be made, unless the coroner, with th 
approval of the Secretary of State, should in any particuly 
case otherwise order. Your committee consider that th 
double investigation which now takes place before th 
coroner and the magistrates in cases where « person is y, 
cused of a crime in relation to a death upon which an ingue 
has been held is a cause of need!ess expense and inconvenieng 
and they are of opinion that though it may not be feasible, 
avoid it in all cases, yet that if a system of efficient salariej 
legal coroners were established throughout the country j 
might be possible to confer upon them the powers of 
stipendiary magistrate, and thus obviate the evils referred ty, 
To carry this out, it would no doubt be requisite to consolidas 
the areas of many coroners’ districts.” 








County Courts. 


LEEDS. 
(Before W. T. S. Dastet, Esq., Q.C., Judge.) 
June 11.—Re Eli Mathers & Sons, Ex parte Close, 


In this case cross-motions were brought for the purposed 
deciding in effect whether certain machinery of the debtoy 
upon their premises at Larkfield Mills, Rawdon, should gow 
the landlord or to the creditors. -The debtors held a leased 
rooms and steam power, and the machinery in question ba 
been fixed by the tenants to the freehold for the purpose 
working. It remained so fixed at the time of the filing of ty 
petition for liquidation, but was severed at the instanced 
the debtors and Mr. J. W. Close, the receiver, from the stem 
power provided by the landlord, prior to any resolution f 
liquidation being come to, the first meeting of creditors bavigg 
been twice adjourned to allow of this being done, ands 
special order of the court having been obtained authorizing 
the severance, 

West appeared for the landlord ; and 

Walker (solicitor) for the trustee in liquidation. 

His Honovr, in giving judgment, said that since last com 
he had had an opportunity of considering this case. He hal 
come to the conclusion that, as he viewed the matter, thecm 
was really free from all substantial difficulty. The real que 
tion in dispute was whether or not the landlord, Mr. Thompe, 
was entitled, under the arrangements that had been made fe 
a new tenancy, totreat as belonging to him the machiney 
which had been and was at the time the petition for liquide 
tion was presented affixed to the freehold-—whether be could 
claim the value of the machinery as his property as being pat 
of his freehold. The fixtures in question consisted 
machinery, and were trade fixtures. The lease was of te 
usual description, which was familiar in this district, and bs 
might say throughout Lancashire aud Yorkshire. ‘The leat 
was of room and power, and the rent reserved was for room 
and power. The landlord found the room, and he also under 
took to find the power. Without the tenant’s machiey 
being brought in upon the premises, and applied in the wy 
in which the tenant’s necessities for trade purposes requitel, 
the mill and the landlord’s machinery would be of no 
whatever to the tenant. The machines were brought thew 
to occupy the room in order that the power might be applied 
in such a way as to enable the tenant to derive profit by the 
use of these in his trade, and the machinery so brought 
the tenant unquestionably was property intended to be 
by him for trade purposes, and it was connected with the free 
hold s0 as to enable it to receive that power which the last 
lord undertook to supply. Now, in ordinary circumstances, 
ever since the time of Henry VII., the right of the tenant¥ 
remove trade fixtures during his term had been an undispatet 
right, and no one conld dispute that, if, before 
petition for liquidation had been filed, the lessee inte 
ing to file it, or intending to give up carrying of 
business, had disaunexed these machines from the ft 
hold, the landlord would have had no right to complaie 
The question he had revolved in his mind was this: 
the presentation of a petition fur liquidation in any mane 
diminish the rights which the lessee would have as 
the landlord to disannex? The petition for liqaidation 
could not according to his view, dispossess the tenst of 







































credito 
The ls: 
therefo; 
er pari 
against 
aflidavi 
to prev 
cating ' 
the rec 
fully ex 
order w 
an orde 
premise 
landlor: 
no juris 
trar act 
Chief Ji 
case the 





























Pustio | 










Privat 
(Sevenon 







July 19, 1879. 


1HE SOLICIIORS' JOURNAL. 


747 





ree 
a 





right under the lease. He still remained owner of the estate, 
and the only effect of his presenting his petition for liquida- 
tion, and, therefore, committing an act of bankruptcy, was 
that he was restrained from disposing of his estate in any 
manner prejudicial to the interests of his creditors. What 
was done in this case was that a receiver was appointed. 
The effect of appointing a receiver was that he took possession 
of the property of the debtor, but for what purpose? For 
the purpose of protecting the property ogainst any misap- 
plication of that property to the prejudice of the creditors; 
but he did not take possession of that property for the pur- 
ose of defeating any right which the tenant wou!'d be 
entitled to exercise for the benefit of his creditors as against 
theJandlord. It was not intended that the receiver was to 
act in the interest of the landlord and against the interest of 
thecreditors. At the first meeting of creditors, instead of 
coming to any resolution, the meeting was adjourned in 
orler to enable the tenant todisannex the machinery. The 
tenant, acting with the concurrence of the receiver—acting 
at the instance of the creditors, and, as it seamed to him, 
acting in an interest which, as against the landlord, he was 
entitled to exercise—attempt-d to disannex the machinery. 
‘the Jandlord interfered, and resisted the disannexing. In 
his opinion the tenant was exercising a lawful right, in which 
he was disturbed by the landlord unlawfully, and being 
resisted, the tenant ceased his disannexing. The question 
must rest entirely upon the right of the tenant to disannex 
during his term the machines in question. ‘I hey were con- 
ly trade machines, and he conceived that he had that 
right. The debtor desired to act within the limits of the 
law, and the receiver applied to that court for an order that 
he might have the liberty to disannex. That order was 
made by the registrar, acting under the authority delegated 
tohim by him (the judge), and the order was made ex parte. 
Complaint had been made that the order was made ex parte. 
He did not know how else the order cou!d be made. Nobody 
ele had to do with the question but the court and the 
creditors, acting through the receiver, and the tenant. 
The lendlord had no right to say, “You shan’t disannex,” 
therefore it seemed to him that the order was properly made 
ee parte. It was complain:d that the order was made 
against good faith. He had looked carefully through the 
affidavits, and could not make out that there was anything 
to prevent the receiver taking any steps without communi- 
cating with the landlord. As regarded the leadlord and 
the receiver, they were at arm’s length, and the receiver was 
fully entitled to apply to this court for the order, and the 
order was framed as carefully as it could be. It contained 
an order that the machinery should not be removed from the 
premises, and was without prejudice to the rights of the 
landlord. He was asked to discharge that order, but he had 
ho jurisdiction in the matter. It was an order by the regis- 
trar acting for him, and any appeal must bean appeal to the 
Chief Judge in Bankruptcy. He was of opinion that in this 
case the disannexing of the machinery took place and was 
completed before the trustee was appointed, and that the 
transactions which had taken place since had amounted to a 
ré-letting by the landlord with the consent of the trustee, 
which amounted in law to a surrender of the former interest 
in the tenant, and that the righ's of the tenant up to the 
time of the trustee nssenting to the new arrangement would 
not be in any manner prejudiced by the arrangements that 
had been come to, He dismissed the landlord's motion, and 
with regard to the trustee’s motion declared that the sum of 
488, or whatever it was, formed part of the estate of the 
debtor, Costs were given on one motion. 


Leqislatian of the Week. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JULY 10.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Satz or Foop anv Darvas Acr AmenpMEnt. ENcLosure 
Provisional Oxper (Wurrrineton Common). 
BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Postio Heaura Act AmENpMent (passed through Com- 
mittee). 
BILL READ A THIRD TIME, 
Private Birt.—London, Chatham, and Dover Railway 
(Sevenonks Railway Purchase). 








JULY 14.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
_ Private Briis.—East Indian Railway, Liverpool Light- 
ing. : 
Marrraces (Her Maszsty’s Surrs). 
BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 

Private Brus. — Manchester Suburban Tramways, 
Rotherham Borough, Downham and Stoke Ferry Railway,. 
St. Helen’s and District i'ramways, Birkenhead Tramway. 
Sate or Foop anp Drucs Act AmenpMENT (passed. 

through Committee). Civim Procepure Acts Repeat 

(passed through Committee). 

JULY 15.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Hicuways Accounts. 
BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Marniaces Conrirmation (Her Maszsry’s Surrs). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Brtt.—Thames River (Prevention of Floods). 

Sa.e or Foop anpj Drucs Act AMENDMENT. Crvit Pro- 
CEDURE Acts REPEAL. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

JULY 10.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Supreme Court oF JupicaTurE (OFFICERS). 
BILLS IN COMMITEE. 

Army Discrptive anp Recutation (clauses 166—180). 
Stave Trave (East Arrican Courts) (passed through 
Committee). Cuipren’s Dancrrous PzRrrorMances 
(passed through Committee). 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitts.—East and We-t India Dock Company, 

Treferig Valley Railway, Upper Mersey Navigation. 

JULY 11.—BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
New Forest Acr AMENDMENT (passed through Com- 


mittee). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitts.—Sharpness New Docks, Gloacester and 

Birmingham Navigation Company. 

Stave Trape (East Arrican Courts). 
JULY 14.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Turnpike Acts ConTINvANce. 

BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 

Army Disciptine anp Recutation (clauses [postponed 
before] 69—72 and new clauses). InpustriaL ScHoots 
(passed through Committee). 

JULY 15.—BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 

Army Discipitinzg anp Reevtation (passed through Com- 
mittee). Commons Acts AMENDMENT (passed through 
Committee). 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitt,—Croesor and Pertmadoc Railway. 
CnHILpREN’s DanGcErovus PeRrorMANCES. 
JULY 16.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 
Private Brtt.—Ardmillan Reclamation. 
KNIGHTSBRIDGE AND OTHER Crown Lanps. 
BILLS KEAD A THIRD TIME. 
InpustRiAL Scuoots, Commons Acts AMENDMENT. 
BILLS WITHDRAWN. 

Jomnt-Stocxk Banx (Accounts). ANtwat VACCINATION. 

Surreme Court or Jupicaturs (District Courts). 





Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURG., 


Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
MAstsr OF THE yy Cc 
Rous, biager 





Covrt or 
APPRBAL. 
July 21Mr, Latham 
each 
Latham 

Leach 
Latham 
Leach 


VY. 0. Bacon, 


Monday, July 21Mr, Farrer 
Tuesday ...... 22 TT 
Wednesday.... 23 
Thursday .... 24 
Friday ......06 2% 
Saturday...... 26 


Date. Mats, 


Mr. Koe 
Clowes 
Koe 


Mr. King 
Merivale 
King 
Merivale 
King 
Menvale 


V. OC, Hana, 


Mr. Cobby 
Jackson 
Cobby 
Jackson 
Cobby 
Jackson 


Monday, 
Tuesday ...... 22 
Wednesday.... 23 
Thursday .... 24 


Frida 
Satu 


pias isun ae 
AY vevcee 26 
Mr. Justice 
Pry. 

Mr. Pemberton 
Ward 
Pemberton 
Ward 
Pemberton 


Teesdale Ward 
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SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


July 21.—Mr. S. WALKER, at the Mar‘, at 2 p.m., leasehold 
property (see advertisement, June 28, p. 6). 

July 22.—Meesrs. DEBENHAM, TEWson, & FARMER, at the 
Mart, at 2 p.m.. freehold and leaseho!d properties (see adver- 
tisement, June 14, pp. 12 and 13). 

July 22.—Mr. WALTER KNIGHT, at the Magon’s Hall Tavern, 
at 1 p.m., leasehold property (see advertisement, this week, 


p. 6). 
July 22.—Messrs. Poitiie D. Tucxetr & Co.. at the Mart, 
at 1 p.m., freehold property (see advertisement, July 12. p. 4). 
July 23.—Messra. FAREBROTHER, ELLs, Cuark, & Co., at 
the Mart, at 2 p.m., freehold and leaseholi properties (see 
advertisement, July 5, p. 6). 

July 23.—Messrs. Epwin Fox & BovsriEtp, at the Mart, 
at 2 p.m., freehold and leasehold propertivs, rev-r-ionary 
or and shares (see advertisement, July 5, p. 5, and this 
week, p. 6. 

July 23.—Mr. TayLor, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., freehold pro- 
perty (see advertisement Jaly 5, p. 5). 

July 25.—Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watney, & Co., at 
the Mart, at 2 p.m., freehold property (see advertisement, 
this week, p. 6). 

July 26.—Mersrs. FAREBROTHER, Exsts, CLARK, & Co., at 
the {taven Hotel, Shrewsbury, freehold property (see adver- 
tisement, July 5, p. 6). 





= 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 





BIRTHS. 

Crort.—July 11, at 28, Royal-crescent, Notting-hill, the wife 
of Henry Herbert Stephen Croft, barrister-at-law, of a 
daughter. © 

a eapng uly 12, at Prescot, the wife of Henry Cross, solicitor, 
of a son. 

Gwynn.—July 9, at 35, Cornwallis-crescent, Clifton, the wife of 
H. F. M. C. Gwynn, solicitor, of a son. 

OpcERS.—July 9, at Saville House, Fitzjohn’s-avenue, Hamp- 
stead, N.W., the wife of W. Blake Odgers, barrister-at-law, 
of a son. “ 

iS) 


DEATHS. 

AsHurst.—Tuly 14, at No. 7, Priace of Wales’s-terrace, Ken- 
—, William Henry Ashurst, Solicitor to the Post Office, 
aged 59. 

CiarKE.—July 10, at 8, York-gate, Regent’s Park, Francis 
William Clarke, Esq.’ of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, aged 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Lirtep tn CHANCERY, 
Faipay, July 11, 1879. 

General Investment Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented July 4, direct d to be heard before V.C. Bacon, on July 19. 
Blagden, Fenchurch avenue, Lime st, solici or for the petitioner 

Jinman Steam Shipping Company, Limited. —Petition far winding up, 
presented July 7, directed to be heard befo'e V.C. Bacon, on July 19. 
Bradley, Mark lane, sclicitor for the petitioners 

Metropolitan Bank, Limite?.—Petition for windinz up, presented July 
9, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon, on July 19. Harper and 
Co, Rood lane, solicitors for the petitioner 

Paris Hansom Cab Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
rented July 9, directed to be bevrd before the M.R., on July 19. 
Muskerry-Tilson, Bishopsgate st, sulicitor for the petitioner 

Soothill Wood Pleasure G:ound Company, Limited.—By an order mad? 
by the M.R., dated July 5, it was ordered that the above company be 
wountup. Layton and J ques, Ely pl, Holborn, agents for Scuolfieid 
and Taylor, Batley, solicitors for the petitioner 

Limirep IN OBANCERY. 
Turspay, July 15, 1879. 

Cole Harbour Land Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. 
Bacon, dated July 5, it wa: ordered that the above company be 
wovnd up. Brandons, Essex st, petitioners in per 01 

Commercia' Mi'is, Oswaldtw.st!, Limited.—By an or'er made bv the 
M.R., dated July 8, it was ordered tbat the above mills be wound up. 
Marsland, St. Swithin’s lane, agent for Addleshaw and Warbarton, 
Manchester, solicitors for the petit:oner 

Debenture Bond and Mortgage Comoany, Limited.—V.C. Hall has, by 
an order dated July 5, appo nted Mr. James Cvoper, Coleman st 
buildinge, to be official liquidator 

Hempstead and Company, Pheenix Ircn and Cra~k Works, Grantham, 
Limit: d.—Petition for winding vo, pr2sented Juiy 12, directed to be 
heard befcre V.C, Hall on July 25. Gole, L mest, solicitor for the 
petitioners 

Jackson, Gill, and Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented July 10, directed to be heard tefore the M.R. on July 26. 
Linklater and Co, Wulbrook 

Jackson, Gill, and Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented July 14, directed to be heard be‘ore the M.R. on July 26, 
Van Sanday and Cumminz, King st, Cheapside, ag-nts for Belk and 
Perrington,-Middlesburough, solicitors for the petitoner 

Newhill and Milton Main Coal Company, Limited.—By an order made 
by the M.R., dated July 5, it was ordered that the voluntary winding 





—————<—=>= 
up of the above y be continued. Ridsdale and Co, Gray*sing 
square, agents for Nicholson and Co, Wath-upon-Dearne, Solicitors 
for the petitioner 

Patent Cocoa Fibre Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on 
before July 26, to send their names and addresses and the 
of their debts or claims to John Ball, Gresham buildings, Ba singhal 
st. Fridry, August 1, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicy,. 
ing upon the debts and claims 





STANNARIES OF CORNWALL, 
Tugspay, July 15, 1879. 
West Roskear Mining Company.—By an order made by the Vig, 
Warden, dited July 8, it was ordered the avove company be wound 
up. Hodge and Oo, Truro, solicitors for tue petitioners 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, July 11, 1879. 
London Mutual Benefit Society, Goswell rd. July 8 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Frivay, July 11, 1879. 
Alven, Percy Hollingworth, Cvlombo, Ceylon. 
Richards, V.C. Hall. Milier, Gracechurch st 
Bown, Thoma , Uppingham, S licitor, Aug 6. Dixon v. Browa, Vo, 
Hall. Phillips, Stamford 
Edmunds, Jocosa Watson, Bramston, Northampton. Sept 1. Edmunis 
v. Eomunds, V.C. Hail. Burton and Wil'oughoy, Diventry 
Edmunds, John, Thrap, Northampton, Farmer. Sept l. Edmuniy y, 
Edmunds, V.C. Hall. Burtou and Willoughby, Daventry 
Hepper, ‘Joseph Henry, Leeds, Auctioneer. July 25. Hepper y, 
Hepper, V.C. Bacon. North, Leeds 
Holland, William, Deptford, Distiller, Sept 1, Holland v. Hollacd, 
M.R. Marchant, G-orge yard, Lombard s' 
Mason, George, Kirkly Ireleth, Lancashire, Yeoman. 
son v. Dixon, M.R. Hal!, Broughton-in-furness 
Mellor, Thomas, Thongsbriige, York, Woollen Cloth Manafactarer, 
Oct !. Mellor v. Taylor, V.C. Bicon. Hall, Huddesfield # 
Phillips, Hugh, Forest, Iilogan, Cornwall, Yeoman. July 23, Vivian 
v. Phillips, Fry, J. Cock, Truro 
Pickerdite, George James, Kagle Wharf rd, City rd, Glass Bottle Mana. 
facturer. Aug 5. Pickerdite v. Pickerdite, V.C. Hail. Mason, Nonh 
bidgs, E'don st, Finsbury 
Pottage, Charles, K nottingiey, York, Army Sergeant. 
v. Dobson, V.C. acon. Arundel, Pontefract 


TueEspay, July 15, 1879, 
Eames, William, Steep, Southsmpton, Yeoman. Aug ll. 
Read, M.R. A’very, Midburst 
Jennett, Ann, Upper Tulse Hill. July 31. Miler v. Miller, V.C. Hall 
Miller and Son, King st, St James’ sq, Westminster 
Robinson, Thomas, Newcastle under-Lyme, Draper. Sept 1. Walker 
v.Robinson, M.R. Griffiih, Newcastle-un ler Lyme 
Williams, Sir Frederick Murtin, Goonvrea, Cornwall, Bart, Banker, 
Aug 30. Hussey v. Wiliams, M,R. Smith and Paull, T.uro 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, July 4, 1879. 
Alliss, William Thomas, Alford, Lincola, Suda Water Manufacturer. 
July 25. Wise, Boston 
Bailey, John, jun., Mount st, Berkeley sq, Poulterer. Aug 1. Lumley 
and Lumiey, Conduit st, Bond st 
Beaumont, John Edwin, Wortley, York, Farmer. Oct 1, Tempest 


Nov 1. Buarrowesy, 


Avg 8. Atkin. 


Aug 1. Shiels 


Carter ¥, 


Leeds 
Birch, Mary Amelia, Seaton, Devon, August 1, Bennett, Bruton 
Bowker, Samuel, Aston-by-Budworth, Chester, Farmer. Aug % 
Fletcher, Northwich 
Bramley, Jobn, Wildmore Fen, Lincoln, Esq. July 25. Wise, Boe 


ton 

Batier, Thomas, Batcombe, Somerset, Yeoman. Aug 1. Bennett, 
Braion 

Cave, the Hon. Maria Otway, Stanford Hall, Leicester. Sept 1. Budd 
and Co, Bedford row 

Cole, Ralpb, Plymouth, Esq. Sept 1. Whiteford and Bennett, Ply- 
mouth 

Collett, Henry Stratuford, Inkerman rd, Kentish Town, Licsnsed 
Victualler, Aug5. Clark and Chapman, Walbrook, Mansion House 

Octavus (and not Uctavius, as erroneously printed in Gazatte of 24th 
ult), Austin Davidson, Myfield rd, Dalston, Barrister-at-law. Aug |. 
Carr and Oo, Basinghall st 

Denniog, James Wyatt, Betham, Somerset, Yeomin. July 3). Cat- 
ming and Kyrke, Chard 

Elliott, Reynolds John, Huddevsfizld, Cigar Manufacturer, Spt 1, 
Moseley, Huidersfieid 

Ellis, James, Beverley, York, Gent. Sept 1. 

Evans, Edward, Leominster, Hereford, Groce. 
Leominster 

Farmer, John, Princes rd, Kennington ross, Cub Propriator. Aug 1. 


Draper, Vinceat sq 
Fernley, Nancy, Mouram, Chester. July 31. Smith, Hyde-lane, 


Bainton, Beverley 
Sept 1, Rvbineon, 


e 
Gartett, the Venerable Archdeacon James, Clayton Rectory, Brightou. 
Aug l. Waugh, Cuckfield 
Green, Hannah, Huunslow, Licensed Victualler. Grant, 
Kennington Cross 
Harding, John, Batcombe, Somerset, Gent. Bennett, 
Bruton 
Hoskins, Elizabeth Charlotte, Haslebury, 
Aug ®. Sparks and Blake, Crewkerne 
Jones, John, trynadda, Merioneth, Solicitor. 
Sons, Dolgelley , 
Kirkham, James Bradlzy, Brigg, Lincoln, Farmer. July 24. Robbs 
Sowter, Brigg i 
— Jonn, Saandersfoot, Pembroke, Innkeeper. Aug 16. Lock 
b 


enby 
“py Mary Aughton, Sunderland. Aug 11. Pinkney, Sunde 
an 


Aug 3. 
August 1. 
Pluckne.t, Somerset. 

Aug 8. Griffiths aud 
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e, George, Liverpool, General Dealer. Aug 1. Bremner and 
0, Liverpool 
Morris, Arthur, Tathworth, Staffori, Gent. Aug 28. Johnson and 
ingham : 
on he Hannah Blake, Dale End, Birmingham. Aug }, 
Ryland and Co, Birmingham 
Parker, Thomas Goulbourne, Browsholme Hall, York, Esq. Aug 1. 
Weddall and Parker, Selby 
Wiliam, Bram'ey, Surrey, Major-General in H.M’s Indian Army. 
Aug 15. Phillips, Old Jewry-chambers : 
Pratt, John, Storey st, Mile End, Old Town, Publican. Aug 5. Fran- 
cisand Francis, Cambridge 
Pratt, Martha, Cuckfield, Sussex. Augl. Waugh, Cuckfield 
Raymond, Thomas, Devizes, Wilts. July 25. Marshall, Devizes 
Robinson, Jane, Henley-on-Thames, Aug 31, Laws, Charch-court, 
Clement’s-lane 
Steel, Francis, Derwent Bank, Cumberland. Augl. Waugh, Cocker- 


th 
geet, John, Betchton, Chester, Gent. July 31. Remer, Sand- 


b : 
om Mery, Bishop Wilton, Yors. Aug 21. Eldridge and Stephen- 
Hull 


Wallen, James, Clarendon gardens, Maida Hull, Gent. 
Aldridge and Co, Bedtord-row 

Watson, Anna Maria, Warkworth, Northumberland. Aug 23, Alder- 
sonand Co, Eckington 

Wats n, Margaret, Warkworth, Northumberland. Aug 23. Alderson 
and Oo, Eckingt.n ¥ 

Wiles, Robert, Kingston-upon-Hull, Rullyman. Eldridge 
and Sievhenson 

Wood, George, Otley, York, Esq. Aug 1. Gardiner and Jefferey, 


Aug 8. 


Aug 21. 


Bradford ’ 

Yutes, Edward, Warwick rd, Paddington, Esq. Augl5. Stokes, 
Chancery-lane 

Tukspay, July 8, 1879. 

Abbott, Benjamin, Lupus st, Pimlico, Auctionesr. Aug 14, Chri-t- 
mas, Walbrook 

Ainsworth, Henry, Blackburn, Innkeeper. July 29, 
Blackburn 

Annetts, Ann Eiizabeth Bedford, Gravesend, Kent. Sept1l. Shep- 
beard and Son, Finsbury-circus 

Banks, Eliza, Longsight, Manchester. Aug 13. 


Backhouse, 


Storer, Manches- 
ter 
Bower, George, Tokenhouse-yard, Gent. Sept1!. Dingwell, Token- 


house-yard 
Busby, Maria, Lewisham, Kent. Aug |. 


Sandom and Co), Grac2- 
church st 
Carpenter, William, Colworth, Sussex, Gent. Arnold, 
Chichester 

Aug 28, Whites and Co, 


Clark, Caude!l, Heigham, Norw:ch, Gent. 
ma 
Meadlanda, Gloucester, Farmer, August 4. Scott, 


Sept 1. 


Wymondba 
Cox, Jehn, 
Berkeley 
Davison, Matthew William, 
Aug 16. Raine, Darlington 
Demaine, William, Skipton, York, Tailor. July 2:. Robinson, Skip- 


Gainford, Durham, Spirit Merchant. 


ton 

Famham, Edward Basil, Quorndon House, Leicester, Esq. Sept 29. 
Berridge and Morris, Leicester 

Fitzwilliam, The Hon. Alice Louisa Wentworth, Milton, Northampton. 
Aug 30. White and Co, Gt Marlborough st, Middlesex 

Free, Chester James, King’s rd, Chelsea, Upholsierer, Aug 14. Christ- 
mas, Walbrook 

Hare, Vere, Taunton, House Agent. 


ton 

Hitchings, Richard Neville, Warwick-sq, Esq. Oct 10. Few and Co, 
Surrey st, Strand 

Hollingsworth, Cecilia, Brunswick sq, Camberwell. Aug 20. Spence 


and Co, Hertford 
Hollins, Catherine, Aston-juxta-Birmingham. 


August 13. Channing, Taun- 


Aug 1. Powell, 


y 
Hutton, em, Bolton, Lancaster,Gent. Aug 2. Ryley and Has- 
toa 
Jarvis, Ann, Markfield, Leicester. Sept 29. Berridge and Morris, 


r 
Jenkins, Anne, Ennis rd, Finsbury Park. Aug 6. Greenhill and Bean, 
Gracechurch st 
Jenkins, Thomas, Finsbury Park villas, Stoke Newington. Aug 6. 
Greenhill and Bean, Gracechurch st 
Kutter, William, Bradford, York, Merchant. Sept 1. Terry and 
Robinson, Bradford 
Lane, Rev. Charles, Wrotham, Kent. Aug!6, Wadsandyall, St. 7 
org lace 
» John, Upper Kennington lane, Esq. Aug il. Saffery and 
Huntley, Tooley st, London Bridge ‘ “ 
ley, Edwin Frederick, Gt George st, Westminster, House Porter. 
Aug 3l._Lee and Graliam, Lincoin’s-inn-fields 
Norgate, Willem, Norwich, Wine and Spiit Merchant. Aug 7. 
n, Norwic 
— Eliza, Hill st, Knightsbridge, Aug. Strangeways, 
sr 
on les, Manchester, Aug 4. Slater and Co, Manches- 
mm William Pepperil, Westgate, Cornwall, Cabinet Maker. Aug 9. 
hite and Dingley, Launceston 
Rigby, Mary, Bolton, Lancaster. Oct5. Whitaker, Lancaster place, 
Siamons, William, Henley-on-Thames, Estate Agent. Sept 19. 
3 » Henl -y-on-Tnames 
roy Stephen, Handforth, Ohester, Esq. Aug 9. Symonds, Man- 
ee, J.hn, Halifax, Esq. Sept 1. Emmet and Walker, 
Webber, John, Cheyns rd, Chelsea, Cheesemonger. Sept 7. Robinson 


Will 's Thouse ag 
‘ams, Edward, Greenfields, Radnor, late an Officer in H.M.’s 69th 
Regt. Aug7. Cheese, Rhayador 





Fripay, July 11, 1879. 
ie John, Bramhall, Chester, Farmer. Sept 1. 


poo 

Bayley, Thomas, Loughborough, Leicester, Gent. Aug 7. Deaneand 
Hands, Loughborough 

Baynes, Elizabeth, Clement’s lane, Lcmbard st, Stationer. Aug 30.. 
Cole, Church ert, Clement’s lane 

Briggs, Martha, Hartington, Derby. Oct 1. Taylor 

Cammack, Frances, Hultoft, Lincoln. Aug 18, Mason 

Clare, the Right Hon. Elizabeth Julia Georgiana, Counteis Do wager of 
Ryde, Isle of Wight. Aug1l5. Bray and Warrens, Great Russell 
st, London . 

Coleman, Thomas, Mansfie'd, Nottingham, Licansed Victualler. 

t 30. Maltby, Mansfield 

Covell, Elizateth, Lower Sydenham, Kent. 
Rogers, Basinghall st 

Crawshaw, John, Edge Hill, Liverpool. Aug 14, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Crouch, Walter, Cheshunt, Hertford, Geut. 
Abebureh lane 

Dewdney, Samuel, Brixham, Devon, Gent. Aug 12. 
Martin’s lane, Cannon st 

Dudney, Thomas, Mapledurwell, Hants, Watercress Grower. 
Brundrett ard Co, Temple 

Eayrs, William, Upper John st, Islington, Gent. 
John st, Bedford row 

Egley, Helena E izabeth, Connaught sq. Augi2. Gregory, Clement’s 
inn, Strand 

Evans, Eliza, Hollond rd. Brixton. Auglt. Nicol and Co, Lime st 

Farrin, Rosy Amabella, Bridge Cottage, Upper Edmonton. Aug 21. 
Wigg, Queen V:ctoria st 

Griffiths, Jane Jennett, Llardilo, Carmarthen. 
Liandi‘o 

Grimston, the Hon. Katherine Georgiana, Redvliffe gardens, Sou'h 
Kensington. Aug 19. Nicholson and Herbert, New st, Spring 
gardens 

Grover, Isabella, Cliffe, nr Lewes. Aug 31. Hunt and Co, Lewes 

Hamer, Eliza, Cheelham Hospital, Manchester. Aug 23. Tayior aud 
Co, Manchester 

Hollingsworth, Cecilia, Brunswick sq, Camberwell. Aug 20. Spence 
and Co, Hertford 

Horner, William George, Knos'rop, Leeds, Market Gardener. Aug 2. 
Bointon, Leeds 

Hughes, Stephen Astbury, Spratslade, Stafford, Ironmonger. Aug 9 
Clarke and Hawley, Longton : 

Kemp, ‘Thomas, Walthamstow, Essex, Esq. Aug 31. 


Kent, Liver- 


Sept 15. Buchanan and 
Elgood, Old sq 


Sept 1. King and Peto, 


Lowless and Co, 
Sept 1. 
Sept 22. Macarthur, 


Aug ll. Bishop, 


Young, New- 


gate st s 

King, Alfred, Watling st, Warehouseman. Sept1. Heather and Sons, 
Paternoster row 

Liston, Maria Simpson, Bridge-avenue, Hammersmith. Aug 9. Jacobs 
and Vincent, Budge-row 

Lloyd, Mary, Longhoase, Pembroke. Aug 9. 
fordwest 

Neale, George, Mansfield, Nottingham, Currier, Sept 30. Maltby, 
Mansfield 

Peddie, Marjory Jane, Wandsworth Common, Surrey. Aug 26, Kim- 
ber, Lombard st 

Poore, Joseph, Newport, Isle of Wight, Stonemason, Aug Il. Piitis, 
Newport 

Rich, William, Shellingford, Berks, Farmer. Aug 30. Crowdy and 
Son, Faringdon 

Richardson, Mary, Berwick-upon-Twee?, July 31. 
upon-Tweed 

Sherwin, Joseph, Ibstock, Leicester, out of business. Sept1. Good- 
ger, Burton-on-Trert 

Sopp, James, Wandsworth, Surrey. Sept 9. Corsellis, East Hill, 

‘andsworth 

Walley, William Wilkinson, Leeds, Wool Merchant, 
son and Burrell, Leeds 

Warrington, Betty, Urmston, Lancaster. 
Munchester 

Webber, James, Purbrook, Southampton, Grocer. Aug{ll. Blaker 
end Reed, Portsea 

Wheatley, Elizabetn Holmes, Leicester. 


Davies and Co, Haver- 


Douglas, Berwick- 


Septl. Simp- 


Aug 23. Taylor and Co, 


Aug 9. Bradshaw, Noiting- 


em 
Willioms, James Weston, Charch rd, Islington, Clerk. Sept1. Cham- 
berlain, Basinghail st 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, July 11, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 


Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 

Doyle, William Le Hunte, Boulogne-sar-Mer, France. Pet July 
Murray. July 22 at ll 

Holness, Stephen, Shrubland grove, Dalston, Market Clerk. Pet Ju 
7. Murray. July 22 at 12 

Kiell, George Middleton, St Helen’s pl, Bishopsgate st, Underwriter 
Mot July ¥ Hazlitt. July 23 at2 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Crosland, John, jun, Batley, York, Wholesale Grocer. Pet July 
Nelson. Dewsbury, July 24 at 3 

Davie, David Joseph, Cheetham, Manchester, Jeweller. Pet July 7 
Hulton. Salford, Ju'y 23 at 11 

Mawhood, John Parkinson, Sheffield, Merchant. Pet July 9. Rodgers 
Sheffield, July 21 at1l 

Parker, Clement, Birebfields, Stafford, Builder, 
Birmingham, July 23 at 2 

Pugsley, Wi'liam, Bristol, out of business. Pet July 9. Harley. Bristol, 
July 23 at 2 

Shapcott, Charles, New Swindon, Wilts, Grocer. Pet July 7. Townsead. 
Swindon, July 24 at 10,30 

Way, Thomas, St Thomas the Apostle, Devon, Retired Farmer. Pet 
July 8 Daw. Exeter, July 24 at ll . 

Williams, John. Blaenavon, Monmouth, Draper. Pet July 7. Shepard 
Tredegar, July 23 at 11 


Pet July 9. Parry. 









snr 07s smear 


snes ees 


nee nianrann eae tee 
“aoa rin er 





750 1HE SOLICITORS JOURNAL. 





July 19 1879, 


—— 








-_ 


Turepar, Jaly 15, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Credito s must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
fo Surrender in London. 

Dickenson, George Francis, Gracechurch st, Merchant. Pet July 12. 
Brougham. July 29 at lt 

Mil'er, Samue!, Kenilworth rd, Old Ford, out of business. Pet July 10. 
Hazlitt. July 30 at 12 

Miilier, Viard, New Charchrd, Camberwell, Manager. Pet Ja'y 10. 
Hazlitt. July 30 at 12.30 - 

Philp, Edward, Gordon rd, Peckham, Clerk, Pet July 10. Hazlitt. 
Juty 30 at 12 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Boon, William Henry, Castle Cary, Somerset, Innkeeper. Pet Jaly 11. 
Ba:ten. Yeovil, July 25 at il 

Lea, John, Stafford, Boot Manufacturer. Pet July 10. Spilsbury. 
Stafford, Jaly 29 at 2 

Way, John, St Thomas the Apostle, Devon, Retired Farmer. Pet July 

Daw. Exeter, July 26 at 11, instead of the 24th as previously 
ordered 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Farpay, July 11, 1879. 

Best, Thomas Scrase, Bradford, Pork, Auctioneer. July 9 

Davies, David, Talywain, near Pontypool. June 24 

Rnodes, James, Roundhay, near Leeds, Woolstapier. July 9 

Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
FaipayY, July 1, 1879. 

Abell, John Hall, and George Abell, Hinckley, Leicester, Hosiery 
Manufacturers. July 25 at 12 at offices of Haxoy, Belvoir st 
Leicester 

Adams, Edward, Wallingford, Berke, Corn Dealer. July 28 at 12.30 at 
the George Ina, High st, Wallingford : 

Allcock, Walter, Balsall Heath, Worcester, Grocer. July 25 at 3 at 
o'tices of Jaques, Cherry s*, Birmingham 

Archer, John, Liverpool, Manager to a Public Company. July 24at3 
at offices of Jones and Pride, North John st, Liverpool 

Ashworth, Richard Wood, Stacksteads, Lancaster, Watchmaker. July 
23 at 3 at ottces of Sampson, South King st, Manchester 

Baker, Thoms, Cardiff, Coal Merciant. July 22 at 11 at offices of 
Morgsn and Scott, High st, Cardiff 

Balmferd, A'fred, Everton, near Liverpoxl, Draper. Aug 1 at 2 at 
offices of Forshaw and Hawkins Har: ington +t, Liverpooi 

Barks, David, Leeds, Publisher’s Agent, July 25 at 2 at offices of 
Horsfall and Latimer, Park row, Leeds 

Baite, Charles Head, Tasley, Salop, Farmer. July 22 at 12.30 at officss 
of Batte, 8t Leonards, Bridgaorta 

Beckett, Charles, Strand, Refreshment Caterer. July 21 at 10 at offices 
‘f Micklethwait and Co, Long Acre 

Rell, John, Newesstle-upon-Tyne, Greengfoe>r. July 23 at 2 at offices 
ot Hoyle ani C., Collingwood st, Newcas:le-upon-Tyne 

Bickley, Henry, Trinity st, Southwark, outof business. July 30 at 3 at 
offices of Chipperfie:d, Trinity st, Southwark 

Blackoe, Eiward, Barrow-in-Furnes:, Grocer. July 25 at 11 at the 
Imperial Hote!, Barrow-in-Furness. Pearson, Barrow-in-Farness 

Bolton, Ralph, B linge, Lancaster, Farmer. July 30 at 11 at offices of 
Masters and Son, Hopwood chambers, King st, Wigan. Hoopwood 

Boo h, James, Warwick, Saddler, July 24 at 11 at ottices of Sander son, 
Chureh st, Warwick 

Bra-h, Wiiliam Archibald, Goole, York, Licensed Victualler. Ju'y 24 
at 2 at offices of Pearson and Burtonshaw, Crowle 

Bright, William, Machesrer, Wine Retailer. Jaly 23 at3 at 35, Can- 
non st, Manchester. Harris, Manchester 

Bront Charies, Swallow Nest, near Rotherham, Beerseller. July 24 
at 2 at offices of Badgers and C», Moorgate st, Rotherham 

Butler, Thomas, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer, July 28 at 3 at 
offices of Kelk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Cashmore, Joseph Charles, Birminozham, Stationer, July 25 at 12 at 
offices of Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, birmingham 

Chadwick, Thomas, Darlington, Darham, Builder. July 23 at Il at 
offices of Kubicson, Chane-ry jane, Darlington 

Chest-rton, John, Wrexoam, Dealer im Faacy Goods, July 25 at 1 at 
the Festhers Inn, Great Cuariotte st. Liverpool. Saerratt, Wrexham 

Clogg, William Henry, Steattord, Essex, Builder. July 24 at3 at the 
Court bouse, Stratford. Brunskill, Great James st, B-dford row 

Colmer, Robert Siade, Bournemouth, Doctor of Medicine (U.3,A). 
July 31 at 12.30 at the London Hxel, Poole. Sharp, Christenurch 

Consen, Freterick, Brad ord, York, out of business. July 22 at 11 at 
offices of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradfora 

Cra‘e, George, Dungansoa terrace, Walaam Green, Choesemonger. 
Joly 23 at 2 at offices of Kisch and Co, Chancery lace 

Craven, Thomas, Shipiey, York, Staff Finisher. July 24 at 11 at offices 
of Terry and obinon, Market st, Bradford 

Crawshaw, Thomas, Southgate, Halifsz, trading as the Excelsior Tes 
Company. July 25 at 4 at oftices of Rhodes, Horton st, Halifax 

Daunt, Edward Synge Townsend, #Snanklin villas, Chiswick, brewer. 
Joly 30 at 3 at offices of Bradford, Winchester House, O.d Broad ot 

David, Albion, Highbury, Livery Stable Keeper. July 22 at 4 at 62 
Coranzery lane. Marshal 

Davitge, Frederick, Yarington, S»mersst, Carpenter. July 22 at Il at 
the We bngton Hotel, Bruton. Balen, Bruton 

Dedicoat, John Kichars, Coventry, Mactinist. Jaly 21 at 2 at the 
Queeo’s Hotel, Stephenson pi, New st, Birmingham, Fitter, Bir- 
wsingham 

Deeley, Joun Richard, Narrow st, Limehouse, Iron Merchant. July 
= at 2 at offices o: Morphett and Hanson, King st, Cheapside. Terry, 

ing st 

Dilger, Albert, Bary, Lancaster, Watchmaker. Jaly 22 at 3 at the 
Mitre Hotel, Manchescer. Husiam. Bury 

Drabbs, Georze, Kirk Smeaton, York, Farmer. Joly 22 at 3 at the 
epee Hotel, Vottetract, Foster and Raper, Kopergace, Punte- 

act 

Duce, Joseph, Bratford, York, Sanitary Tube Dealer, July 23 at 12 at 
otces of Peel and Gaunt, Chapel laue, Bradford 

Dugdale, John, Leck, Lancaw er, Farmer. Jaly 25 at 1 at Royal dotel, 
Kirkby Loostaie, Pesan, Kirkby ae 

Rlsnore, Jneph, M-ftord, Grocer. Saly 25 at 11 a offiess of Bowen, 
Matiin at, Staffs 








Edwaris, , Newton Heath, Manchester, Cab Proprietor, 


30 at 3 at Commercial Hotel, Brown st, Manchester. Dect 
cheeter . ‘ 
Enston, George, Claverdon, Warwick, Builder. July 18 at 1 at Offices 


of Sanderson, Church st, Warwick 
Fosdick, Richard George, Cambridze st, Pancras rd, Coal Merchant, 
July 30 at 2 at Great Norihera Hotel, Wellington st, Leeds. S:ead, 
Manchester 
Fowler, John Kersley, and Joha Kersley Henry Fowler, Aylesbury, 
Wine Merchants, July 25 at 2 at offices of Forerain and Co, Gresham 
st. Goldring, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
Fow-.er, Thomas, Banbury, Oxford, Auctioneer. July 22 at 3 at Reg 
Lion Ho'e!, Banbury 
Gibbard, Thomas, Mollington, Oxford, Farmer. July 25 at 3 at offices 
of Pain and Hawtin, Bridge st, Banbury ; 
Gomersall, Alfred, Salterhebble, near Halifax, Printer. Jaly 25 at 
at offices of Leeming, Westgate. Halifax 
Gooden, Ann, Plymouth grove, Manchester. July 29 at 4 at offices of 
Addieshaw and Warburton, Norfulk st, Manchestor 
Gor'on, Matthew Hiltou, Little Hulton, Lancaster, Painter. Tuly 22 
at 3 at offices of Ryley and Haslam, Mawdsley s", Blom 
Goss, William Adams, Eilacombe, Torquay, Builder. July 24 at3a 
Victoria and Albert, Torquay. Hooper and Wollen. Torquay 
Grant, George Palfreyman, Salford, Lancaster, File Maauiactargr, 
July 29 at 3 at oftices of Sumner, Marsden st, Manchester 
Hile, James. Biggleswade, Bedford, General Dealer, Aug lat Li at 
offices ot Mitchell and Weeb, St Paul's sq, Bedford 
Hell, John, and Samuel Hall, Dearnley, Lancaster, Brickmakers, July 
24 at 2.30 at offices of Mo'esworth, The Walk, Rochdale 
Hardisty, John Frederic, Bradford, York, Grocer. July 23 at 10 at 
offices of Peel and Gaunt. Cape! lane, Bradford 
Harverson, Joseph, jun, High st, Hoxton, Corn Dealer. July 24 at? 
at offices of Bridger, Botolph 1.ne, Eis ‘cheap 
Hawthorn, Henry, Knightsbridge, Coachbuilder. July 19 at Was 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Mayhew, Wa'brook 
Hedge, Thomas Harry, Newport, M th, Confectioner. July 24 at 
12 at offices of Williams and Young, Commercial st, Newport. Par. 
ker, Newoort 
Herbert, Thomas, Reading, no occupatior. July 24 ai ll at Wheat. 
sheaf Hotel, Friar st, Reading. Dotd, Raading 
Hill, George, Duke st, Bloomsbury, House Decorator. July 17 atl? 
at Offices of Marchant, Ludgate hill 
Hobbs, Mary Ann, Plumstead, Kent, out of business, July 25 at 3at 
offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 
Holdsworth, Diniel Bolland, Bradford, York, Bearsellev. July 24 at4 
at offices of Atkinson, Tyrrel »t, Bradtord 
Holiogton, James, Princes Risvorough, Buckingham, Draper, Jaly 
25 at 2 at offices of Nicholls, Gresham st. Nicholson, Bad ford 
Holmes, William, Lyndhurst, Southampton, Draper. Jaly 26 at2at 
offices of Pearce and Co, Lansdowne House, Castle st, Southamoton 
Hopper, Thomas, Coventry, Printer, July 28 at 3 at offices of Kilby, 
Priory row, Coventry 
Hoyland, William. Be-wick, Manchester, Buildsr. July 29a‘ tat 
offices of Rowley and Co, Clarence bu ldings, Booth st, M inch ste 
Icke, William Henry, Che-ter, Dealer in Works of Ari. July 25 a2 
at offices of Conrton, Eastzate buildings, Cnester 
Jane, Wiliam, Lofius-in-Cleveland, York, Grocer. July 30 at ila 
offices of Jackson, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Jennings, James, Middiesborough, York, Coal Merchant, July 23 a3 
at offices of Belk and Pasrington, Post office chambers, Marton road, 
Middiesborougi 
Jones, Edward, Barnsley, York, Grocer. July 31 at 4.30 at offices 
Rideal, Chronicle chambers, Barn+ley 
Jones, Robert, Barrow-io-Farness, Blocknaker, July 24 at Lt at In 
perial Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness. Neldar and Jones, Barrow-in- 
Furness 
Kent, Wiiliam, Derby, Baker. July 25 at 12 at offtces of Heath, Amet 
alley, Derby 
Kilby, Joseph, Liverpool, Builder. July 23 at 2 at offices of Parkins, 
Commerce ct, Lord sr, Liveroool 
Knight, Edwina, and John Neville Knight, Barbage, Leicester, Hodery 
Manufacturers. July 25 at1l at George Hotel, H nckley. Blam, 
Hinckley 
Laidlaw, James, Liverpo»!, Draper, Jaly 31 at 3 at offices of Nordos 
and Levy, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Leiger, Thomas Wiiliam, Hsyes, Kent, Oarpontor. July 29 at iat 
the Masons’ fall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Gregory, 
M orate et 
Levi, Hannah, Sherlock st, Birmingham. July 25 at 11 at offices 
Taylor, Colmore row, Birninghan 
Lord, Join Ashworth, Barrow-in-Furness, Sewing Machine Dedler. 
July 24 at 11 at the Imperial Hot:l, Cornwallis st, Barrow-in-Pa- 
ness. Preston, Barrow-in-Furness 
Loveday, Charles Perkins, Northampton, Builder. July 21 as 8 
the Dolphin Hotel, Gold st, Northampton. Rawlins aud Son, Marke 
Harborough 
Lyons, Daniel, Kingston-upon-Hull, Butcher. July 26 at 12 at offies 
of Iveson ond Son, Parliament tt, Kingston-upon-Hull 
MacVeagh, Frederick Cameron (and not MacBeagh, as erroneously 
printed in last Gazette), Darlington, Tailors’ Assistant, July 23 at if 
at offices of Wooler, Priestgate, Darlington 
Magnos, Henry Henry, Leeds, Bootmaker, July 25 at (2 at offices € 
Maleolm, Park row, Leeds 
Malings, Robert, Add-rbury East, Oxfor’, Farmer. July 31 at 
offices of Faulkner and ging, Deddington 
Math, James, Ashford, Keat, Fruiterer. July 23 at 11 at offices of 
Hallett and Co, Ashford 
Martin, William, Camphill, Birmingham, Coal Merchant. Jaly 23a 
12 at offices of Jagger, Oherry st, Birmingham 
MeFiroy, Francis, Manchester, Optician, Jaly 22 at 3 at offices # 
eee and Go, Little Trinity lane, London, Farrington, Mar 
enester 
Mercer, Marcus Rovert, Lymington, out of business, Jaly 24 at !2 # 
tom of Davis, Portland st, Southampton, Candy, South 
ampton 
Merriman, William Goorge, Bering Valo, nr Wolverhamoton, [rox 
master. Jaly 14 at 12 ut offices of Matthews and Smith, 
ot, Birmingham, Shakespeare, Oldbury 
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Moteslfe, Thomas, Bradford, Engineer. July 23 at 3 at offices of Peel 
and Gaunt, Chapel lane, Bradford 
M John, Liverpool, Provision Dealer. July 29 at 3 at offices of 
and Levy, Victoria st, Liverpoo 
Murphy, James, Leeds, Lamp Dealer. July 24 at 3 at offices of E idi- 
sonand Kddison, Albion st, Leeds 
Naylor, William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Raff Merchant. July 24 at 11 
st offices of Priestman, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Andrew, and A'fred Pickard, Burnley, Cotton Spinners. July 30 
at 3 at offices of Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester 
Palmer, Samue!, Colyton, Devon, Farmer. July 26 at 12 at offices of 
Southcoti, Post Office st, Bedford circus, Exeter. Forward 
David, Ocle Pitchard, Hereford, Farmer. July 24 at 11 at 
offices of Garrold, Widemarsh st, Her ford 
Pearson, Thomas, Kingston-upon-Hul', Bootmaker. July 2! at 2 at 
offices of Watson and Son, Parliaments st, Hull 
William, Hiewain, Aberdare, Inokeeper. 
offices of Howell, Canon st, Aberdare 
plame, Heary William, Birmingham, Carver. July 19 at 10.30 at offices 
of East, Temole st, Birmingham 
Pope, Tom, Birmingham, Artist. 
Regent st. Cheltenham 3 
Porteous, William, Sunderland, Auctioneer. 
Alexandra Hotel, Jobn st, Sunderland. 


July 23 at 1 at 


July 26 at 11 at offices of Clark, 


July 24 at 3 at the 
Clark, Newcastle-upon- 


e 

m . William, Gosforth, Cumberland, Carrier. July 25 at 12 at offives 
ef Paitson, Irish st, Whitehaven 

Reay, Edward, Manchester, Boot Dealer. July 24 at 3 at the Welling- 
ton Hotel, Granby st, Leicester. Edwards, Manchester 

Reddish, John, Manchester, Dragzist. July 25 at 4 at offices of Addie- 
shaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Reid, George Porvice, Warwick, Draper. Jaly 24 at 12 at offices of 
Sanderson, Church st, Warwick 

Restall, Will'am Charles, Presteign, Radnor, Plumber. July 22 at 1.30 
at the Royal Oak Hotel, Leominster. Corner, Hereford 

Rice, Richard Henry, Liverpool, Confectioner. July 30 at 3 at offices 
of Quilliam, Old Post Office place, Liverpool 

Ricdardsov, John, Hythe, Kent, Licensed Victualler. July 28 at 3 at 
the Fluer-de-Lis Hotel, Canterbury. Mowll, Dover 

Roberts, Albert, Cleckheaton, York, Currier. July 25 at 3 at the 
George Hotel, Cleckheaton. Care and Caiman, Cleckheaton 

Roterts, Emma, Gorton, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. July 23 at 3 at 
offices of Hurris, Fetter lane, Manchester 

Roberts, Lewis. Manchester, Toilet Quilt Manufacturer, July 25 at 3 
at offices of Boote aud Edgar, Booth st, Manchester 

Roberts, Robert, Carnarven, Provision Deaer. July 25 at 230 at the 
British Hotel, Bangor, Jones and Roberts, Carnirvon 

Rebinson, George, Easington lane, Durham, Cartwright. 
at ofices of Moore and Co, Fawcett st, Sunderland 

Rogers”, James, Swinton, Lancashire, Hampsr Maker. July 23 at 3 
at offices of Potter and Lowe, Mosley st, Mauchester 

Scott, John Stearn, Ipswich, out of bus‘ness. July 24 at 12 at the 
King’s Head Hotel, Stowmarket. Marriott and Haywa:d, Stow- 


Aug 5at 1) 


market 
Shufiebstham, John Joseph, Birmingham, Iron Bedsterd Maker. Jaly 
25 at 12 at offices of Marigold and Co, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Swelair, Peter Armstrong, “ ithington, Lancashire, Grocer, July 28 
at 3 at offices of Hankinson, Queen’s chambers, Juha Dalton st, Man- 
chester 
Smith, Thomas, Falkenham, Soffolk, Builder. 
ofJackaman and Sons, Silent st, Ipswich 
Stockbridge, Jessie, Pentonville rd, King’s Cross, Bedding Mannfac- 
turer, July 22 at 3 at offices of Holmes, Eastcheap 
Sammerfield, John Edward, Tamworth, Grocer. July 21 at 12 at the 
Peel Arms Hote], Tamworth, Beaton ard Robinson, Tamwerth 
Swaine, Willie, Bradford, Grocer. July 24 at 4 at offices of Wright, 
Darley st, Bradford 
Swift, Georze, Wrockwardiae, Slop, Shingler. July 24 at 3 at the 
y ine, St.Ge rge’s. Phillips and Co, Shifnal 
Tailforp, William, Blue Town, Sheerness, Tailor, July 28 at 11 at 
offices of Gibson, High st, Sittingbourne 
Tattersall, John, Omega place, Regent’s park, Builder, July 23 at 3 at 
offices of Eyre and Co, John st, Bedford row 
‘Thacker, George Frederick, Coventry, Cabinat Maker. July 24 at 3 at 
the Craven Arms Hotel, Coventry. Kilby, Coventry 
Timpson, Alfred Newton, Wolverhampton, Com vercial Traveller. July 
%6at 11 at offices of Langman, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Tonks, Josiah Albert, Birmingham, Pearl Button Maker. July 2( at 
Mat offices of Parr, Colemore row, Birmingham 
Upward, William Hen:y, Newvor!, Isle of Wight, Printer, July 23 at 
= Tous of Court Hotel, High Holborn, London. Joyce, New - 
Wardropper, Anthony, Sunderland, House Bu ldsr, July 23.at 11 at 
offices of Stokoe, Fawcett st, Sand orland 
Whilesmith, Joon Thomas, Kidderminster, Wo-cester, Boot and Shoe" 
Manafaetorer, July 23 at 3.30 at offices of Miller and Co, Chureh sv 
inster 
Whiteheat, Nouh, Ilkeston, Derby, Licensed Victualler. July 30 at 3 
at offices of Brizht, Town Club chambers, Wheeler gate, Nov ingham 
Wilkinson, John, Ormekirk, Laneaster, Grocer. July 26 at ll at the 
Brek-ith-Vine Inn, Burscough st, Ormskirk Lees, Wigan 
Wilson, Al'red, Seculey, Lancaster, Grocer. July 24 at3 at offices of 
erand Son, Clarence et, Manchester 
» Bdward, Ackenthwaite, Westmoreland, Shoemaker, July 22 
wt 1 at offices of Dobson, Finkle st, Kendal 
Nght, William, Cable st, Whitechapel, Drapor, July 24 at 11 at 
offices of Clements, Queen st, Cheapside, Haigh and Agar, Gres- 


July 30 at 12 at offices 


ae ‘ 
1, Charlot, Puddietown, Dorsot, Builder, July 22 at 2 at the 


y action Hoel, Dorchester, Burnott, Dorchester 
Sung, Robert, jun, and Septimus Harrison Robson, Sendarlind, 
Benge Merchants, duly 24 at 11 at offices of Stokoe, Fawoett st, 


Tusepay, July 15, 1879, 


Adams, Thomas, Livor P 
4 . pool, Joiner, Jaly 28 at 2atoffices of Williamr 
Sweeting st, Liverpool ; . ; 





Allbutt, Heory, The Cedars, Hampton Wick, no occupation. Aug 6 
at 2 at ofBces of Lawrance and Co, Olid Jewry chambers 

Anderson, Robert, Crowle, Worcester, Farmer. Aug | at 12 at offices 
of Corbett, Avenue House, The Cross, Worcester 

Andrews, John Clarke, Burton Bradstock, Dorset, Fiax Manufact wear. 
Jaly 31 at3 at offices of Gundry, Downe st, Bridport. Lock and Son, 
Dorchester 

Babb, Thomas, Dartmouth, Auctioneer. July 30 at 1 at oftic:s of 
Southcott, Post Oifice st, Exeter. Pearse, Plymouth 

Banham, John, She ffield, Steel Manufacturer. July 28 at 12 at offices 
of Porrett, Bank st, Sheffield 

Barber, Thomas, Brady st, Bethnal green, Timber Merchant. July 29 
at 3 at offices of Wiidecombe, Metropo''tan chambers, Broad st 

Barlow, Mark, Unsworth, Lancashire, Sonemason. July 30 a6 3 a: 
offices of Andertoa, Garden st, Bury 

Baxendale, Richard, and Joseph Heald, Chorley, Lancashire, W:gon 
Builders. Aug 6 at 2at the London and North Western Hotel, 
Crewe Railway Station,Crewe. Jackson, Chorley 

Bayley, Charies, Stockport, Karthenware Dealer. July 26 at) It at 
offices of Garthwaite, Brazecn se st, Manchester 

Beckett, Richard, Church row, Wandsworth, Saddler, Aug 1 at 2 at 
offices of Gerry and Binns, Chancery lane 

Bennett, John, Bristo!, Coal Merchant. Jaly 22 at 2 at offices of Tribe 
and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol. Salmon, Bristol 

Benson, George, Batley, York, Brickmaker. July 30 at 11.30 at o‘tices 
of Shaw, Bond st, Dewsbury 

Bleasdale, William, Lancashire, Grocer. July 23 at 2 at the King’s 
Arms Hotel, Lancaster. Welch, Lanca-ter 

Bond, Henry, Masbrongh, York, Grocer. July 25 at 3 at offices of 
Willis, Church st, Rotherham 

Bragazzi, Giulno, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Furniture Dealer. Ju'y 25 at 
12 at offices of Rhagg, Grainger st, Newcastl--upon-Tyne 

Bransby, Russel!, Birmingham, Patent Omnibus Register Proprietor, 
July 28 at 3 at offices of Fallow:, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Bridge. Richard, and Joseph Broadhurst, Hulme, Brick'ayers. Aug I 
at 3 at offices of Crediand, Cross st, Manchester 

Briggs, Thomas, Accrington, Soda Water Manufacturer. 
3 at 14, St James’s st, Accrington. Barlow, Accrington 

Brown, Walter, Barnsiey, Confectioner. July 30 at 4at offices of Gray, 
Eastgate, Barns-ey 

Burr, Harry, Coleman st, Commission Agent. Aug 6 at 2 at offices of 
Kaye and Co, King st, Cheapsite 

Burton, Freierick, Leicester, Jewelier. Ja'y 30 at 11 at offices of Peel, 
Colmore row, Birmirgham 

Catlow, Hugb, Church, Lancashire, Qil Merchant, July 30 at 3 at 
offices of Baliard, St James st, Accrington 

Chadwick, Charles Heary, Manchester, Lind Agent. Aug 5 at3at 
the Thatched House Hotel, New Market pl, Manchester. Brett and 
Craver, Manchester 

Cheetham, Samuel, Rongh Close, Stons, Stafford, Farmer, Jaly 28 at 
11 at the Lio. and Swin Hot], West ss, Congleton. Garside, 
Congleton 

Churchill, Samuel, Bath, Tailor. Ju’y 23 at 12 at the Masons’ Hall 
Tavern, Basi»ghall st, Linton. Bartrum and Bartiett, Bath 

Clark, Joun, Wolverhampton, Builder. Aug 2 at 11 at offices of Green, 
Corporation s', Wolverhampton 

Claytoa, William, Jarrow, Darham, Greengrocer. July 31 at 2 at 
offices ot Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Claff, John, Kettering, Northamptoa, Coal Merchant. July 28 at 2 at 
the George Hotel, Kettericg. Preedy, Kettering 

Clutton, George, Ciutton, Salop, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Swan Hotel, Bridgnorth. Has'ewood, Bridgnorth 

Cockerill, Silas, Rochdale, Brickmaker. July 29 at 3 at offises of 
Whitehead, Tc ad lane, Rochdale 

Cce, George Starling, Dowobam Market, Norfolk, Tea Dealer. Aug 2 
at 12 at the County Court House, Downham Market. Reed and 
Wayman, Downham Market 

Connell, Edward, Portobello rd, Notting hill, Boot Maker. July 29 at 
1 at offices of Brown, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Cooke, Kenjamin, Crewe Town, Cheshire, Draper. Ju'y 29 at 124 
the Lamb Hotel, Nantwich. Brooke, Nantwich 

Cooke, George Leeds, Boot Manufacturer. July 28 a: 3 at offices of 
Cranswick, Park row, Leeds 

Cooper, Charles Joseph, Leytonstone, Tipstaif in High Court. July 24 
at 3 at offices of Marshall ana Clark, Portugal st, Lincoln's inn 

Coope’, Maria, Barmingham, Milliner, July 28 at 3 at offices of Grove 4 
Atlas chambers, Paradise st, Birmingham 

Cowles, John Willi:m, Gloucester, Brewer, July 26 at 1 at o'fces of 
Beckinukam, Albion cham bers, Broad st, Bristol 

Cox, William Henry, Birmingham, Smallware Dealer, July 25 at 12 
at offices of Fi. ster, Bennett's bill, Birmingham 

Damon, George Thomas, Landport, Hants, Builder. July 28 at 3 at 
the Sussex Hote!, Russ Il st, Landport. Feltham, Portsea 

Davenport, George, Nantwich, Cheshire, Boot Manufastarer, July 30 
at 12 at rhe Wilbraham Arms Hotel, Welch row, Nantwich, Marin 
Nantwich 

Davies, William, Garnvach, Monmouth, Innkeeper, 
offices of Shepard, Q ican st, Tredegar 

Davis, John Ajfr. d, Cromwell terrace Harrow ri, Tailor. 
8 at offices of Beyfus and Beyfus, Linco!n s inn fields 

Duckworth, Joseph, Market Drayton, Salop, Paper Hangar, Aug 7 at 
Il at the Adelphi H tel, Earle st, Crewe. Hill, Crewe 

Eade, Charles Henry, Roman rd, North Bow, Bookvelier, July 30 at 2 
at offices of Waring, Borough High st, Southwark 

Evans, George, Batheaston, Somerset, Farmer, July 29 at 12 at offices 
of Wilton and Sons, Westgare bides, Bath . 

Faga, George, King's rd, Chelsea, Greangrooer. July 24 at 11 at offices 
of Boyden, Bernett’s hill, D etor'’s Commons 

Fauchon, Mary Kains, and Harriett Fauchoo, Maidstone, Finer Shop 
Keepers, Aug § at 12 at offices of Stephens, Week st, Maidstone 

Ferguson, Charles Augustus, St Petersburg pl, Bayswater, Ostler. 
Jwly 80 at 3 at offices of Carr and Co, Vigo st, Regent st 

Foster, John, jan, Nottimaham, Baceher, July 28 at 12 at offices of 
Belk, Middle pavement, Nottinghan 

Fowler, Joho Kersley, Aylesbury, Buckingham, Wine Merchant. Jaly 
25 at 3 at officos Foreman aud Co, Greshwm st. Goldring, South- 
ampton et, Boomsbury 


July 31 at 


Aug 6 at 12 at the 


July 30 at Il at 


July 29 at 
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Fou'ger, John Charles, Golborne rd, Notting hill, Insurance Agent. 
July 31 at 12 at offices of Pettengill, Walbrook 

Fowler, John Kersley Henry, Aylesbury, Buckingham, Wine Merchant. 
July 25 at 4 at offices of Foreman and Co, Gresham st. Goldring, 
Southampton st, Bloomsbury 

Frankland, Alfred, Manningham, York, Grocer. July 23 at 10 at offices 
of Singleton, New Booth st, Bradford ° 

Fryer, John Astley, Trowbriige, Wilts, Farmer. July 29 at 12 at the 
Mart, Manvers st, Trowbridge. Jones, Trowbridge 

Fuelling, Edward, and David Fuelling, Tottznham Oourt rd, Corn 
Dealers. July 23 at 3 at offices otf Marshall and Clark, Portugal st, 
Lincoln's inn 

Gepp, Arthur Mildmay, Rood lane, China Merchant. July 30 at 2 at 
offices of Barrow and Gates, Gresham st. Murray and Co, Birchin 


lane 
Gough, Edward William, Walsall, Saddler. July 28 at 3 at offices of 
Duignan and Co, The Bridge, Walsall 
Graham, William Richard, Siockton, Auctioneer. July 24 at 3 at 
offices of Dodds and Co, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Griffiths, Francis, Speanymore, Durham, Ironmonger. July 31 at 11 
at offices of Thomson and Lisle, Sadler st, Durham 
Griffiths, Jeremiah, Blackwood, Mon, Cattle Sa.esman. July 28 at 11 
at offices of Shepard, Queen st, T:edegar 
Gutteridge, William Henry, Bedworth, Warwick, Baker. July 24 at 
11 at offices of Hughes and Masser, Little Park st, Coventry 
Hall, William, Ov:ngham, Northumberland, Licensed Victualler. July 
30 at 12 at offices of Bu:y, Hexham 
Hallas, Joseph, Kingston-upon-Huli, General Desler. July 28 at 3 at 
offices of Sykesand Son, Market st, Huddersfield 
Hammond, Kewin, Leasingham, Linco!n, Farmer. 
offi ces of Peake and Co, Sieaford 
Harding, James, Lowestoft, Ironmonger. 
Hotel, Lowestoft. Emerson, Norwich 
Harding, William, Birmingham, House Painter, July 23 at 11 at 
offices of Parr, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Hargreaves, Joseph Ellis, Batley Carr, York, Printer. July 26 at 3 at 
offices of Wooler, Exchange bldgs, Batley 
Harrison, Elisha, Australian avenue, Jewin crescent, Licensed 
Victua ler. July 28 at 2 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, 
Basinghall st. Layton and Co, Budge row . 
Harrison, William Marsden, Falmouth, Cornwall, Photographic Artist. 
Aug 8 at 11.30 at offices of Rogers, Arwenack st, Falmouth 
Hayman, George, Exeter, Gent. July 28 at 11 at ottices of Gidley, 
Bedford circus, Exeter 
Haynes, Thomas, Orpington, Kent, Farmer. July 28 at 3 at offices of 
Waddell and Co, Queen Victoria st. Ashurst and Co, Old Jewry 
Haywerd, Mery Matilda, Chirton, Wilts, Farmer. July 29 at 12 atthe 
Casile Hotel, Devizes. Me:k and Jackson, Devizes 
Heape, William, Brewood, Stafford, Grocer. July 31 at 11 atofiices of 
Flewker and Page, Darlington st, Wolverhampton 
Hilder, William, Sevenoaks, Kent, Coal Merchant. July 26 at 3 at the 
Guildhall Coftee H use. Gresham st. Knocker, Sevenoaks 
Hill, Heory Mark, Wolverhamptor, Brickmaker, July 25 at 11 at 
offices ot Barrow, Queen st, Wo!verhampton 
Hindle, George Edwin, We:t Gorton, Manchester, Chemist. July 29 at 
3 at offi. es of Williams, Barton arcade. Grundy and Co, Bury 
Hobbs, James Walter, Lowestoft, Tobacconist. July 31 at 12 at offices 
of Seago, High st, Lowestoft 
Hopkins, Charles John White, High st, Clapham, Hatter. 
at + fices of Buchanan ard Rogers, Basinghall st 
Humphreys, Richard, Birmingham, Furniture Dealer, 
at cffices ot Cottrell and Son, Tewp'e row, Birmingham 
Hutton. John, Sheffield, Engineer. July 25 at 11 at the Incorporated 
Law Society, Aldine court, High st, Sheiield. Vickers aud son, 
Sheffie d 
Jackson, William, Leicester, Stationer. July 25 at 12 at offices of 
Fowler and Co, Grey Friar’s chamber, Friar lane, Leicester 
Jeffreys, William, bailea, Brecon, Farmer, July 41 at ll at offces of 
‘thomas, High st, Brecon 
Jones, William, Newpo:t, Monmonth, Grocer. Aug 6 at 12 at offices of 
Lawrence, Bank chambers, Newport 
Keynes, Wilism, Lytchett Minster, Dorset, Baker. July 25 at 3 at 
offices of Trevanion, New st, Povle 
Kinsman, Join Clough, Saltash, Coruwall, Saddler. July 28 at 2 at 
at offices of Cleveton and Son, Princess p ace chambers, Plymouth 
Kitson, Jobn, Canuock, Staffiid, Grocer, Ju'y 26 at 11 at offices of 
Loxton, The Biidge, Walsall 
Lay:on, Charles, and Gecrge Stephen Fleming, New Windsor, Berks, 
Coal Merchanis. July 2948 11 at Dicks’ Coftve house, Fleet st, 
London. Jones 
Lesthaw, Jonn, and Thomas Ridings, Blackley, Lancashire, Bleachers. 
July 30 at 3 at cflices of Hankinsun, Queen’s chambers, John Daiton 
st, Manchester 
Lee, Wiliam, Kingskerswell, Devon. July 23 at 11 at offices of 
And ew, Bedford cirens, Exeter. Francis and Baker, Newton Abbott 
Le se, Edward Titus, Lovgton, Fish Merchant. July 24 at 11 at the 
Swen Hotei, Longton 
Le; per, Robert, Caveystield, Oxford, Farmer, July 29 at 11 at offices 
of Mils, Market Hiil, Bicester 
Lloyd, Esnest, Blomfield #t, Solicitor. July 23 at 10 at 8, Blomfield st 
Ludgate, Robert Hownam, Devonshire st, Lisson Grove. July 30 at 3 
a: offices of beard ond 8 ns, Basinghall st 
Meckay, Joseph, Bri-tol, Confectioner. July 25 at 2 at offices of Dix 
Sibiy, Exchange West 
Ma'pass, William, Darnall, Sheffield, Joiner. July 28 at 11 at offices of 
Alien, George st, Shetteld 
Mansell, Cherles John, 3t John’s Hill, New Wandsworth, Music Seller. 
4 mw at 2at omces of Spyer acd Son, Winchester house, Old 
FO: @ Bt 
Mersholl, George Samuel, Birmingham, Beerhouse keeper. July 25 at 
3.20 at offees ot Bunkle and Clalee, Waterloo st, Birmingham, 
Miller nd Co, Kidderminstwr 
McLaren, John, Rotherh the, Surrey, Assistant at an Infirmary. July 
26 at 3 at offices ot Marshall and Clark, Portugal st, Lincoln’s ino 
son, Robert, MidGlesborongh, Stati . July 29 at 12 at offices of 
Jackson and Jackson, Aibert rd, Middle boroug 
Mercer, David, Manningham, York, Grocer. July 25 at 11 at offices of 
Moore, Albion chambers, Hustiergate, Bradford 


July 26 at 11 at 
July 3l,at 2 at the Suffolk 


Aug lat3 
July 28 at 12 








———<—=>= 
Merchant, William, Wadhurst, Sussex, Saddler. July 25 a¢ ul 
offices of Burton, Dyott terrace, Tonbridge Wells J 
Mitchinson, William, Holme Cultram, Brick Maker, July 28 at ll 
offices of Donald and Ostell, Castle st, Carlisle 4 
Moore, Lemuel Watson, Great Grimsby, Picture Dealer. July % 
2.45 at offices of Mason, Vic toria st South, Great Grimsby 
Mottram, Henry, Tamworth, Builder, July 28 at 3 at offices of Neri 
and Atkins, Colehill, Tamworth 
Mutlow, Thomas, Birmingham, Lath Manufacturer. 
offices of Parr, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Neville, Frederick Uriah, Otley, York, Currier. July 17 at3 at offic 
Lees and Co, New Ivegate, Bradford 
Palmer, John, Bosbury, Hereford, Innkeeper. July 25 at 12 at thy 
Beauchamp Hotel, Great Malvern. Lambert, Malvern 
Parker, Joseph, Whitehaven, Painter. July 30 at 12 at offices of py, 
sen, Irish st, Whitehaven 
Philipps, George Anderson, Lianel!y, Carmarthen, Watch Make 
July 25 at 3.30 at offices of Price, Dew st, Haverfordwest ; 
Porritt, Charlotte, and Henry Fisher, Horsforth, nr Leeds, Carpe 
Yarn Manovfacturers. July 31 at 2 at offices of North ani Sons, fig 
parade, Leeds 
Posno, Joseph Manrice, Portland Hotel, Great Portland st, of no cm. 
pation. Nov 6 at 2 at offices of Sydney and Son, Finsbury circus 
Pot'er, Samuel Ashton, Ancoats, Manchester, Grocer. Aug 1 at 3 4 
offices of Woodall and Marriott, Norfolk st, Manchester 
Powell, Wiliiam Walton, Solihull, Warwick, Builder. July 24 at3y 
offices of Dale and Vachell, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Redman, Mark, Folkestone, Boat Builder. July 26 at 3 at the 
Arms Hotel, Folkestone. Wightwwick and Gardner, Folkestone 
Roberts, Richard, Birmingham, Watchmaker. July 35 at 3 at offley 
ot Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Roleston, William, Exeter, Rrushmaker, July 26 at 1 at the Gry 
Hote!, Bristol. Hartnoll, Exeter 
Rosser, James, Cardiff, Painter. Julv 26 at 10.30 at the Royal Hot, 
St Mary st, Cardiff. Cousins, Cardiff 
Scantlebury, William, City rd, Model Maker. 
ot Evans, Jchn st, Bedford 1ow 
Seedell, John, Rochdale, Lancashire, Wine Merchant. 
offices of Roper, Drake st, Rochbda'e 
Sharrock, Samuel, Bolton, Lancashire, Confectioner. 
offices of R,ley ard Haslam, Mawdsley st, Bolton 
Shaw, Charies, Snei , Nottingham, Glass Dealer. July 30 ate 
offices of Whittingham, Middle paveiment, Nottingham 
Sibthorp, William, Rochdale, L hire, Manager to a Wine Me 
chant. July 31 at 11 at offices of March, Lord st, Rochdale 
Simpson, Fisher, Oxford. of no occupation. July 30 at 11 at officesy 
Maliam, High st, Oxford 
Smalpage, John Henry, Maddox st, Regant st, Tailor. July 29 at?a 
offices of Kemp and Co, Walbrook. Brandon,*Essex st, Strand 
Southall, Samuel, Derby, Ale Merchant. Juiy 26 at 11 at the Bel 
Hotel, Sadler gate, Derby. Hextall, Derby 
Sparkes, John, Wa'tham Abbey, Essex, Licensed Victualler. July% 
at 12.30 at the County Court, Wal-ham Abbey. Dutfie d and Bruy, 
Tokenhonse yard 
Stannay, James, Mites Plattng, Lancash‘re, Beerhouse keeper. Jaly3l 
at 3 at offices of Bowden, King st, Mancheater 
Stevenson, Robert Edward, Oxford terrace, Fulham, out of busines, 
Aug 5 at 3 at offices of Fernfivid, Lower Thames st 
Stock, Thomas, Wilson st, Finsbury, General Agent. 
offices of Morris, Carter lane, Docior’s commous 
Stockdale, William. Darlington, Da:ham, Commercial Traveller, 
July 30 at 10 at offices of Barron, High row, Darlington 
Sweeney, John, Munchester, Provision Merchant. July 30 af 3% 
offices of Horner and Son, Clarence st, Manchester 
Taylor, Harry, Kidderminster, Grocer. July 28 at 11 at ollices of 
Beale and Co, Waterlo» st, Birmingham 
Teilaw, Daniel, John Te:law, and John Sutcliffe, Elland, Hoalifex, 
Finishers. July 28 at 3 at the White Lion Hotel, Silver st, Halifax. 
Boocock, Halifax 
Thompson, John, Burrow-with-Burrow, Lancashire, Farmer, Aug li 
11 at offices of Picard, Kirkby Lonsdale 
Thurston, George, Stratford New ‘town, Essex, Butcher. July 23at 
11 at the Masons’ Hal Tavern, Masons’ av.nue, Basinghail s. 
Gregory, Moorgate st 
Titcomb, Edward, Sevenoaks, Builder. July 26 at 12.30 at the Guild 
hall Coffee House, Gresham st. Knocker, Sevenoaks 
Torrance, John, Blackburn, Fancy Goods Dealer. July 25 at lla 
Offices of Rudcliffe, Clayton st, Blackburn 
Tranter, Jonn, Birmingham, Baker. July 28 at 12 at offices of Morgan, 
Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Turton, James Mark, Cantlowes rd, Camden sq, Ganeral Marchant. 
July 25 at 2 at offices of Linklater and 00, Walvrook 
Vickers, Thomas, snd William Vickers, Auilem, Cheshire, Farmers. 
July 26 at 11 at the Reyal Hotel, Crewe. Fletcher, Northwich 
Waddington, Jonn, Blackburn, New-agent. July 28 at 3 at the Star 
— Inn, Raiiway rd, Blackburn. Forshaw and Parker, 
reston 
Warren, Francis Andrew, Shalc omb s*, Chelsea, no occupation. July 
30 at 11 at otfices of Curtis and Beits, South sq, Gray's ian 
Webster. G-orge Edward, Nottingtam, O'vil Eugineer. July 3) at il 
at the George Hotel, Nottingham. Buckley, Leicester 
Wheatcroit, Wi'liam, Berkley st, Clerkenwell, Brass Founder. Jaly 
28 at 3 at offices of Stopher and Rundle, Coleman st 
Whitehouse, Tuomas, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler, July 29 at 
12 at offices ot Pointon, Temple row west, Birmingham 
Wigmore, George, Clifton st, Wandswor h rd, General Dealer. Jaly 
25 at 3 at offices of Snell and Greenip, George at, Man+sioa house 
Wiliams, Frederick Thomas, Folk , Bookseller, July v3 at3 at 
the King’s Arms Hotel, Foikestone. Wightwick and Gardner, 


0 me 
Williamson, William George, Stockton-on-Tees, Painter. July 24 at? 
at offices of Best, High st, Stockvon-on-Tees 
Wilson, Emily, Darlingtom, Hosier. July 40 at 11 at offices of Dune 
and Watson, Mec yd, Darlington 
Winter, Charles Edwin, Ealing, Watchmaker. Aug 1 at 3 at offices of 
Philp, Walbrook 

Goods. Aug | at 2a 
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Woods, William, Maidstone, Dealer in Fan 
offices of Joslen, The Priory, Knightrider st, 
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